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Current Topics. 


The New Solicitors’ Remuneration Order 


We PRINT elsewhere at 
itor Remuneration 


made under 
that the 
s regulated 


Order which has been 
Act, 1881, 
respect of all busine 


the Soll providing 


Remuneration Order é., con 
and othe 
tor, be by 


by cause 2 ) ol the Genera! 


not covered by the seale fees non 
contentious matters—may, at the 
of by detailed charges ut th sul ct ts 


a gross 


veyancing matter 


option of the se 
a gross sum in leu 
that, within twelve months after delivery 
sum charge, the clhent may require a bill 
delivered. and such bill will be subject to taxation in the usual 
This, the the negotiations 

Lord Chan 

referred to 
recent! 620), 
of the efforts of the Liverpool 
JOURNAL, pp. 
contributed 


ol 


detailed to be 


outcome ol 


society 


we presume, is 
the Ls 
sum 


LW and the 
which are 


l sued (S4€ 


cellor gro charge 


with respect to 
in the Report of the Counci ante, Pp 
and we may remind our reader 

Law Society in this*direction (¢ 
117, 129), « other 


2 SOLICITORS 


and no doubt law societies have 


The sub-committee of the Laverpoo!l Law Socety n ade sugges- 


ettlements, 
ibt 


tions as to the appropriate gross sum charges for 
articles of partnership and other matters, and no d 


or other similar suggestions will be available for general use 


these 


Sut the actual arranging of charges under the new Order in 


| particular cases will naturally depend on the trouble involved 


in the work and the pecuniary value of the interests concerned 


Law Clerks 


We PRINT elsewhere a of the Joint 
Board of the Law Society and London Law Clerk 
pending the full consideration of the clerks’ 
all-round 
cases 


The Remuneration of 


resolution Conciliation 


* recom 


mending that 
claim for 
adequate increase on pre-war salaries is 


increased remuneration, an immediate 


desirable in 
where such adequate increases of salary have not already been 
made. Some six months ago (ante, p. 290) the Council of the 
Law Society intimated that pre-war wages were insufficient, 
and, if we may judge from the useful discussion at the annual 
meeting of the Berks, Bucks and Oxfordshire Incorporated 
Law Society, of which a report was supplied to us recently 
(ante, p. 618), the matter has received the careful attention of 
the Provincial Law Societies. The same report shews some of 
the difficulties incident. to it, such, for example, as the grading 
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of clerks. With all expenses of living gone up, and little enough 
chance of their coming down in a hurry, the necessity of in- 
creased wages is apparent, and it may be hoped that the full 
consideration of the subject which is pending will lead to a 
satisfactory result. The relations between a solicitor and his 
clerks are often of such confidence and intimacy that the essen- 
tial pecuniary aspect should receive as liberal treatment as is 
reasonably possible, and we believe this is the general desire. 
We notice that the resolution speaks of ‘‘ salaries.’’ We have 
followed the example of A. L. Smita, M.R., who referred once 
in the Court of Appeal to the hard work the judges did for 
their ‘‘ wages.’’ 


Vacation Business. 
Tue Lord Chief Justice, in a statement made on the 30th 


ult., which we reprint elsewhere from the Times, announced 
the arrangements made for the business of the King’s Bench 
Division during the vacation The object, he said, was to 


make provision for the hearing of any urgent case, with the 
exception that no case would be heard with a jury on account 
of the difficulty ef summoning juries during the vacation. 
The rules with 
R.S.C., ord. 63, and under rule 4 (2) any party to a matter in 
the King Bench Division can apply, after 26th July and 
before the close of vacation, for ‘the trial of the matter 
during the vacation, but the judge must be satisfied that there 
is urgent for vacation And, 
similarly in the Chancery Division, no case can be taken unless 
it requires to be immediately or promptly heard ’’ (r. 11). 
No doubt it is convenient for everyone that there should be a 
break in court business at the end of July. and there is no 
objection to scrutinizing somewhat carefully the matters which 
claim to be heard But the practice in this respect 
wording of the rules on which it is founded 


regard to vacation business are contained in 


the 


need the hearing during the 


and the 
is too rigid, and 
the inordinate length of the vacation is hardly likely to survive 
unless the judges shew a greater disposition to proceed with 
matters which the parties desire to be heard, whether in the 
opinion of the Bench they are pressing or not. 
encouragement to 


A little more 


vacation business might be the means of 


saving the vacation 


The Law of Property Bill and Compulsory 
Registration of Title. 

THE LETTER Mr. J. Rowtann Hopwoop, which we 
print elsewhere, emphasizes the suggestion we made last week 
that the postponement of Part I. of the Law of Property Bill 
should be accompanied by a postponement of any attem pt to 
extend compulsory registration { 


from 


Clause 170 of the original 
Bill (177 in the amended Bill) has been adversely reported 
upon by the Land Transfer Committee of the Council of the 
Law Society, and presumably representations were made to the 
Lord Chancellor accordingly 


' But evidently these were un- 
availing. 


. When the Bill was introduced we expressed the 
opinion that it would be of little use to attempt to alter the 
clause, but we suggested that no further compulsory order 
should be made till there has been time to test the proposed 
new system of conveyancing (ante, p. 318). The postponement 
of Part I. makes it important that this postponement also of 
the extension of compulsion should be secured. 


Mr. Benn’s Memorandum on the Bill. 


We nave called attention more than once to the absence so 
far of any comments other than those in the legal press on the 
merits of Part I. of the Bill. We are glad, therefore, to have 
received a copy of a Memorandum by Mr. Epwarp H. Benn, 
one of the Conveyancing Counsel to the Court, in which the 


scheme for confining legal estates to the fee simple and a term’ 


of years, and of classifying all other interests as equitable 
interests, and placing them ‘‘ behind a veil,’’ where they shall 
be safe from inquisitorial purchasers, is criticized. To a con- 
siderable extent the criticism agrees with the comments of the 
scheme we have ourselves frequently made. These provi- 
sions—"‘ curtain provisions’’ Mr. Benn calls them—do not 
seem to make for the simplicity of the law relating to the 








beneficial interests in property. We hope to state Mr. Bexn’s 
views more at length hereafter. There is no doubt as to the 
general object of the Bill. It is to make the legal estate do 
the duty of a register of title. This point was very clearly 
made by Mr. J. E. Hoca in the course of the interesting 
articles which he contributed to our volumes recently on *‘ Pro- 
perty Law Reform at Home and Overseas "’ (ante, p. 443). 
The ultimate aim of Part I. of the Bill on this view is to reduce 
every conveyance of land, so far as purchasers are concerned, 
to the same simple form as an entry in tne proprietorship 


register. Similarly Mr. Benn says that the ‘‘ curtain provi- 
sions ’’—which are not an essential part of the scheme for 
the assimilation of real to personal estate—constitute ‘‘ an 


attempt to place that notional entity, the legal estate, into the 
same position as regards making title to land as the statutory 
estate of a registered proprietor under the Land Transfer 
Acts but, he adds, ‘‘ without the safeguards of the con- 
trolling hand of the Chief Registrar and his assistants, the 
system of cautions, and the Insurance Fund which exist under 
those Acts.’’ The development of this criticism and jts rela- 
tion to the various schemes for the reform of conveyancing, 
beginning with Messrs. Wo_stennotme and Cuerry’s Bill of 
1896, and resulting in Part I. of the present Bill, we must, as 
we have said, keep for subsequent comment. 


The Use of Patented Inventions by Government 
Departments. 

Prior To the Act of 1883 a patent did not bind the Crown, 
and any Government Department could use the patented in- 
vention as if the patent did not exist. This was changed by 
the Act of 1883, which enacted, by section 27, that a patent 
should bind the Crown, but the officers or authorities adminis- 
tering any department of the service of the Crown might use 
the invention for the services of the Crown on the terms 
indicated by the section. If the invention was so used the 
practice then was for the patentee to proceed by petition of 
right. The Patents and Designs Act, 1907, dealt with the 
matter by section 29, which was as follows :—‘* A patent shall 
have to all intents the like effect as against His Majesty the 
King as it has against a subject: provided that any Govern 
ment department may, by themselves, their agents, con- 
tractors, or others, at any time after the application use the 
invention for the services of the Crown on such terms as may, 
either before or after the use thereof, be agreed on with the 
approval’ of the Treasury between the department and the 
patentee, or in default of agreement, as may be settled by the 
Treasury after hearing all parties interested.’’ By the 
Patents and Designs Act, 1919, there is substituted for this 
a new section 29, which repeats the earlier part of the above 
quoted section, but substitutes a new and more elaborate pro 
viso, the only part of which it is necessary, for present purposes, 
to quote running: “ In case of any dispute as to the making 
use or exercise of an invention under this section, or the terms 
therefor . the matter shall be referred to the Court for 
decision The Court may, with the con 
sent of the parties, take into consideration the validity of the 
patent for the purposes only of the reference, and for the deter 
mination of the issues between the applicant and such Govern 
ment.department,’’ The section came into operation on 23rd 
April of this year. 

The Tribunal to Settle Disputes. 

THE PROVISIONS quoted above came into question in the 
case of Hale’s Patent, before Sancant, J., on the 22nd of July. 
Freperick Martin Hate was the owner of certain patent 
relating to the manufacture of grenades and aircraft bombs 
The patented inventions were used by the Government, and a 
year or two ago the patentee presented a petition to thé 
Treasury, asking that the terms on which the Government 
should be deemed to have used the inventions should be ascer 
tained. The Treasury refused to admit either the validity o! 
the patents or that they had beeti infringed, and rejected the 
petition. The patentee then moved before Sarcant, J., that 


the Court should decide under the new section 29 the dispute 
between him and the Treasury. 
leave to appeal was given. Th 


The motion was refused, but 
e learned Judge held that ‘‘ the 
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Court ”’ in section 29 is the High Court, and not the special 
judge appointed by the Lord Chancellor under section 92 (2) 
of the Act of 1907. He then considered the question whether 
the new section 29 was retrospective in the sense that it changes 
the tribunal in regard to the user of patented inventions prior 
to the date when it came into operation, or only in the case of 
user after that time. He held that the section was not retro 
spective in the above sense; that the Court is the tribunal to 
deal with the user of patented inventions by the Crown as from 









23rd April, 1920; and that the old tribunal (the Treasury) is | 


left to deal with claims in respect of. user prior to that date 
As the learned Judge p inted out, the result of his decision 
is that the patentee cannot have the compensation (if any) 
due to him for the use of his invention by the Crown deter 
mined, unless and until he has established the validity of his 
patent, and the infringement thereof in an ordinary patent 
action. This was the course which was adopted after the Act 
of 1883 came into operation: see Vohel’s Explosives Co. v 
Anderson (11 R. P. C. 115 and 519) 


Diversity of Marriage Law Within the Empire. 
Tae Latest illustration of the diversity of the law of mar 
riage in the British Empire is the case of Higham v. Higham 
(Times, 28th July). Possibly it may have puzzled 
lawyers, as it certainly must have puzzled many laymen, 
understand exactly why the petitioner was entitled to a decree 
af nullity here after contracting a marriage in Australia which 
was valid there. The newspaper report requires to be slightly 
supplemented to make it quite intelligible. The parties were 
nephew and aunt. The petitioner, at the age of twenty, went 
out to Australia expressly for the purpose of marrying the re 
spondent, who was then forty-two years of age and the widow 
of petitioner’s uncle. They were married in the State of Vic- 
‘toria, and by the law of Victoria (which, however, is not the 
same in all States of the Commonwealth) the marriage was 
valid until declared null by a competent tribunal. It is true 
proceedings might have been taken in Victoria as well as in 


SsOTne 


to 


declared it was valid by local law. The ground for avoiding 
the marriage in both jurisdictions is the same, viz., that it is 
within the prohibited degrees of affinity. The difference 


between the law of England and that of Victoria is that by , 


the Marriage Act, 1835 (5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 54), often called 
Lord Lynpavurst’s Act, which came into force on 
August, 1835, these marriages between persons within the pro 
hibited degrees were made void; prior to 3lst August, 1835, 
they were merely voidable, and could only be declared void by 
sentence of an ecclesiastical couft pronounced during the life- 
time of both the parties. This Act did not operate in Vic 
toria, where only English statutes enacted prior to 25th July, 
1828, were ordinarily in force. Thus the marriage law in 
Victoria remains on this point as it was (and also as the law in 
England was) prior to the passing of Lord Lynpuurst’s Act in 
1835. That marriages within the prohibited degrees are void- 
able only and not void in Victoria, and such other Australian 
States as have’ not altered their statute law in accordance with 
Lord Lynpuurst’s Act, has been determined by the High 
Court of Australia in the case of Miller v. Major (1906, 6 
Comms. L. R. 219), which was an appeal from the New South 
Wales Courts. Leave to appeal from this decision of the High 
Court of Australia was refused by the Judicial Committee of 
the Privy Council in November, 1911. 


The Marriage Law in other Australian States. 


Ir 1s believed that the law as to marriages within the pro- 
hibited degrees being voidable only and not void is the same in 
Queensland and Tasmania as in New South Wales and Vic- 
toria. In South Australia and Western Australia a different 
rule prevails, and the English Act of 1835 (Lord Lynpaurst’s 
Act) is in force in those two States, though for different 
reasons. In South Australia English statutes enacted prior to 
28th December, 1836, are ordinarily in force, so that the 







England to have the marriage declared null, but until so} 


31st ; 


Australia the rule probably was that English statutes passed 
in 1835 were not in force However, in 1844 Lord Lynp- 
HURST'S Act was by a local enactment. of the Western Austra- 
han Legislature expressly introduced into local law. At the 
present day Western Australia is therefore, on this point, in 
the as South Australia. It seems the more 
desirable to call attention to the circumstance that the law is 
not the same in all the Auetrahan States with respect to mar- 
riage within the prohibited degrees, because on one point— 
marrage with sister—these States have for 
some time been on the same footing, and there is a widespread 
liex that Australian '’ marriage law is one and indivisible, 


same position 


deceased wife's 


1 
be 








Mortgage Interest Under the Rent 
Restriction Act, 1920 


A MORTGAGE invariably provides for payment of interest at 
an agreed rate until default in payment of principal at the 
usually at t of six 
at. the until 
Before considering how a 


date fixed for redemption te 1 end 
months then to 
actual payment of the principal 
i mortgagee can increase the rate of interest under the Increase 
of Rent, & Act. 1920, it is necessary to consider how he 
could do it apart from the Act In the ordinary course he 
would give three months’ notice to call in the mortgage, and 
it the end of the three months he would withdraw the notice 
on the mortgagor agreeing to pay a higher rate of interest. 
This agreement would be under seal and indorsed on the mort- 
He can also compel an agreement to raise the rate of 
immediately under a threat to commence 
foreclosure proceedings, but this would be unusual. Now Dr. 
Warson said in his letter last week (ante, p. 683) that the Act 
a disabling, not an enabling statute, and, if this is so, 
as Dr. Watson 


and pay interest same rate 


re 


interest to enter or 


18 


the mortgagee must in the above manner—or, 








change of law made in England on 31st August, 1835, took 
effect in South Australia on that date also. In Western 








in the mort- 
ially obtain 


suggests, by intimating' that he intends to cal 

gage—put himself in a position to obtain and act 
an agreement from the mortgagor to pay an increased rate, 
and it is not essential that the agreement should be under seal. 
An agreement in writing or merely verbal is sufficient, provided 
there is a new and good consideration, such as the forbearance 
to enforce the mortgage: see Milton v. 


P. C. 313); Fisher’s Law*of Mortgage, 6th 


by the mortgagee 
Kdaworth (5 Bre 
ed., p 926 

But the Act places obstacles in the way of the mortgagee 
adopting any of these courses It permits a certain increase 
in rent, and provides that so long as the permitted rate is paid 
he shall not call in his mortgage or take any steps for enfore- 
ing his security (a) No doubt if the mortgagor 
does not at once pay the increased rate, then he is not protected 
but directly he pays the 


Section 7 
and the mortgage can be called in; 
increased rate he is protected, and the notice ceases to have 
effect ; in other words, the payment of the increase is not made 
as the result of agreement, but in order to secure the protec- 
tion of the Act. The only conclusion which seems to give con- 
sistency to the matter is to drop the idea of the increase being 
the result of any actual agreement, and to attribute it solely 
to the statute. It can be called a statutory agreement. It 
follows that. all that a mortgagee has to do is to give notice 
that as from 2nd July the interest will be increased up to the 
permitted rate ‘in the case of a house now for the first 
time protected, the raté may be increased by 1 per cent., with 
a limit of 64 per cent. ; as to houses formerly protected, by 
} per cent. the first year and 4 per cent. the sec: nd year, up 
to the same limit Technically it may be possible to attack this 
result; practically it seems to us correct. 

Dr. Warson suggested a difficulty depending on the words 
‘but for this Act ’’ in section 3 (1). Evidently the drafte- 
man did not notice that ‘‘ but for this Act ’’ the previous Acts 
would be in force. But the Court would not, we think, allow 
his mistake to have practical effect. It would construe 
“this Act’ as, for this purpose, including the earlier Acts 


1. 
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which it replaces, and with which, if it were not a consolidating 
Act, it would be directed to be read And Dr. PyYKe, ina 
letter which we print elsewhere, raises a similar point with 
regard to the Courts (Emergency Powers) Acts. 
probably is that these Acts do not prevent the enforcement of 
the security ; they only require the leave of the Court. Hence 


it was not essential to specify this in section 3 (1) of the | 


present Act. Another correspondent has asked us to give a 
form of notice for raising the rate of interest. In the view we 
have taken avove we think it is sufficient simply to give notice 
that 

with the provisions of the Increase 
of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Act, 1920, the rate 
payable under the mortgage dated, &c., and made 
and [the mortgagee] will, as from 2nd July, 1920, 


Under and na rdar e 


of interest 
between yourself 
be raised from p.c. to p.t 
That no more than a notice of this kind is required in order 
to make the increased rate payable appears ta be confirmed 
by the provisions of the Act with regard to the increase of 
rent. Of course, no such increase is permissiblé until the term 
of the tenancy is at an end, but then it can be effected by mere 
notice, and the form of the notice is given in the first schedule ; 
certain restrictions as regards raising the rent under the notice 
are imposed by section 3 (2). No such restrictions are im- 
posed as regards a notice to increase mortgage interest, and 
the date for redemption corresponds to the determination of 
the tenancy. At any time after that date a notice raising the 
interest can be given The point shortly is that the Act 
forbids the mortgagee to enforce his security, and, on the other 
hand, allows him concurrently with this prohibition to demand 
a higher rate of interest 





The Statutory Tenancy Under the 


Rent Restriction Act. 
Il.—INCIDENCE OF THE STATUTORY TENANCY 
In ‘our last article it was pointed out that the Rent Restriction 
Act of 1920, now in force, creates explicitly a new form of 
statutory tenancy as between the owner and occupier of certain 
premises. The effect of this constructive contract, created by 
operation of law, it was pointed out, is to provide (1) security 
of tenure, (2) a fair rent, and (3) certain modifications of the 
common law obligations as regards repairs in the case of all 
landlords ahd tenants who come within the ambit of its pro- 
visions But not al! landlords and tenants do so come. The 
incidence (or scope) of the statute is confined to certain pre- 
mises, in the occupation of certain persons, for a certain period 
of time. Outside these limits the Act has no operation. We 
have therefore to consider first of all: (1) The premises to 
which the Act applies: (2) the parties between whom the 
statutory contract is created ; (3) the period during which the 
statutory tenancy continues. The provisions in the first two of 
those matters are somewhat complicated, and we will devote 

this article to stating them as clearly as we can 

(1) Premises to which the Act Applies.—Now, one might 
have expected the statute to state in one of its earlier sections 
the scope of its application. This it does not do. On the con- 
trary, sections | to 11 set out at length the things which are 
to happen ‘‘ in the case of any dwelling-house to which this 
Act applies,’ and we have to read on until we come to the 
definition clause, section 12, before we discover what are the 
‘* dwelling-houses to which this Act applies.’’ Even then, 
the first half of the section is taken up with all sorts of other 
definitions ; it is the second half which for the first time con- 
descends to set out the premises to which the Act applies. 


Subject to certain modifications set out in section 18, the 
statute applies to Scotland and Ireland as well as to England. 
In Scotland the limit of rental or rateable value is £90: in 
Ireland it is the same as in England. * We will not therefore 


The answer , 


but wiN hereafter assume that we are concerned with England 
(and Wales) alone. 

Now, as regards England, the statute applies only to house 
of a certain rental, nor yet to all such houses. Before premises 
come within the Act they must satisfy the following condi- 
tions :— 

(i.) The premises must be either ‘‘ a house or a part of a 
house let as a separate dwelling,’’ and every such part of a 
| house is to be deemed to be a separate dwelling-house to which 
the Act applies; but it does not, save as otherwise expressly 
provided, apply where the rent includes payments in respect 
of board, attendance, or use of furniture: section 12 (2). This 
seems beautifully clear. But then the Act goes on to say that 
(subject to certain modifications) it is to apply ‘“‘to any 
premises used for business, trade or professional purposes, 
or for the public service,’’ as it applies toa ‘‘ dwelling 
house ’’: section 13 (1). So that, within the prescribed limits, 
the Act really applies to (4) unfurnished dwelling-houses ; (+) 
unfurnished business premises; (c) unfurnished trading pre 
mises ; (¢) unfurnished professional chambers ; (¢) unfurnished 
public buildings ; though in cases (4) to (e) the Act only oper- 
ates for one year. But it-does not apply to furnished 
houses or parts of houses except so far as a special provision is 
enacted in section 9 limiting the profits of letting such premises 

(ii.) The dwelling-house (or premises to be deemed sych) 
must have been in existence before 2nd April, 1919: section 12 
(9). A house erected since that date, or even one commenced 
at that date, is outside the Act. There are, however, certain 
statutory regulations enacted in this sub-section to govern the 
rating of such houses. Put generally, these treat the house as 
if its rateable value were that of a similar house erected before 
3rd August, 1914, an important provision in view of the great 
increase in cost of building. 

(iii.) THe House must not be a converted flat, the conversion 
being subsequent to, or in progress on, 2nd April, 1919: 
section 12 (9). 

(iv.) The house must not be business premises let at a 
market, or fair where the rent or conditions of tenancy are 
regulated by statute or charter: section 13 (2). 

(v.) The house must be one in respect of which the “‘ stan 
dard rent’’ (7.¢., rent on 3rd August, 1914) or the rateable 
value does not exceed—(qa) in the City and the Metropolitan 
Police District (roughly an area extending about fifteen miles 
from Charing Cross), £105 per annum ; (/) in Scotland, £90 ; 
(c) elsewhere, £78. It sometimes happens that one tenancy 
agreement comprises two or more flats or parts of a house: 
in such case there is only one “‘ separate dwelling-house,’’ so 


“é 


that the combined rent and rateable value is the test of 
appli¢ability: Rider v. Rollitt (1920, W. N. 227). Where 


part of the premises is used as a shop, even as licensed pre- 
mises, the Act still applies, provided the rental, &c., is within 
the statutory limits: section 12 (2), proviso (ii.); see also 
Epsom Grand Stand Association (Limited) v. Clarke (63 Sort- 
citors’ Journat, 642; 35 T. L. R. 525). 

It should also be noted that a house is not excluded from 
the benefit of the statutory protection merely because the 
standard rent is above £105, if the rateable value is below that 
figure; or merely because the rateable value is above £105, if 
the standard rent is below it. Normally, of course, when a 
house is let, the rateable value is the rental which would be 
paid by “‘ a hypothetical] tenant doing his own repairs,’’ and 
therefore is considerably lower than the rent, about 4-5ths or 
5-6ths of the latter. But there are abnormal cases where the 
tenant has contracted to do all repairs, or for some other 
special reason pays a rent less than the rateable value. In 
the case of parte of a house let separately, and therefore treated 
as separate dwelling-houses, it is often difficult to ascertain 
what part of the standard rent or the rateable value applies to 
the part in dispute. The county court is given power to 
apportion this: section 12 (3). 

(vi.)} The house must not include land, other than its own 
site, let in the same tenancy agreement. Where the land held 
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house, it will be deemed to be part of the site. Where a quarter 
» more of that value, it will be deemed not to be the site, and 
the house will be excluded from the protection of the Act 
section 12 (2), proviso (iii.). For example, two houses and 
gardens standing side by side are assessed to the rates at £100 
per annum. In the case of house A, the rateable value of the 
house is £90 and of the land £10. In the case of B, the two 
rateable values are £80 and £20 respectively A is within the 
statute, B is without the statute. 
(viu.) The house must either (a) 


have been let on 3rd 


August, 1914, or (4) have been let since that date and also | 
before the Act; or (c) be first let at some date prior to June, | 


This follows from the definition 
’ in section 12 (1). 


1923, when the Act expires 
of ‘‘ standard rent 

(viii.) The house must not be let at a rental which includes 
either (a) board, or (4) attendance, or (c) the use of furniture 
section 12 (2), proviso (i.) 
sections 9 and 10 restricting 
furnished houses. 

(2) The Parties to the Since the Act 
creates a constructive contract, it Is necessary to ascertain who 
are tie parties to that contract. In the normal case these 
are the parties to the original tenancy in existence before 3rd 
Angust, 1914, namely, the lessor and the lessee, provided that 
tenancy has been “‘ novated "’ and replaced by the statutory 
tenancy in the manner to be described in our next article. But 
there are certain abnormal! cases which require a moment’s 
consideration. 


the profits on the letting of 


Statutory Tenancy 


a 

(i.)- The Act only applies where there has been a “‘ letting 
of the premises at a rent from which the standard rent can be 
calculated. Suppose the present occupier was a squatter at 
the crucial date, 3rd August, 1914. Still he was a tenant on 
sufferance, and the rent must be adjudged, if need be, by the 
county court judge 

(1i.) Suppose the house has a rental of £100, and so has only 
just come within the statutory protection. Suppose, also, 
that the tenant was in on 2rd August, 1914, but that his 
tenancy had been determined lawfully by a notice t quit 
since that date: is he protected? The answer seems to be 
Yes, if he still remains in the premises, but No, if he has gone 
out Dobson ,v Richards (1919, W. N 166). No matte 
what, if any, the new terms on which he has ‘‘ held over,’’ he 
can claim statutory protection 

(ili.) Suppose “‘ landlord ’’ or tenant’’ has 
his respective interest in the house since 3rd August, 1914 
The definition of ‘‘ landlord ’’ and in section 12 
(1) (f) includes ‘‘ any person from time to time deriving title 
under the original landlord, tenant. &c.’’ There are peculiar 
provisions in the statute governing the position of purchasers 
since 3rd August, 1914. These can be more appropriately 
discussed in our article on Termination of the Statutory 
Tenancy.’’ Here it is sufficient to note that, put broadly, 


assigned 


* tenant 


assignees, either of the landlord or of the tenant, are parties 


to the statutory tenancy. 

(iv.) Suppose the ‘‘ landlord,’’ as defined by the sub-section 
just quoted, is excluded by the re-entry of someone with an 
over-riding title—e.g., a ground landlord enforcing for 
feiture, a mortgagee foreclosing on his security. an evicted 
owner ejecting a squatter, a reversioner succeeding the holder 
of a preceding estate, &c. What happens then? The 
new owner, so coming in, is brought within the definition of 
landlord and bound by the Act: section 12 (1) (¢) 
paragraph makes a similar provision for the case of sub 
tenants standing in the shoes of the tenant. except where the 
tenant sub-let with breach of a covenant: section 5 (5). and | 
Cottell v. Baker (ante, p. 276; 36 T. L. R. 208). 

(3) The Period of the Statutory Tenancy.—This may be 
commented on very briefly. The statutory tenancy commences 
only when there has been a novation under the Act, in manner 
to be described in our next article. It expires on 24th June, 
1923, in the case of dwelling-houses, and on 24th June. 1921. 
in the case of business premises 


| 


But there are special provisions in | 


| 
The same 


Correspondence. 
The Law of Property Bill. 


To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


omments upon the Lord ¢ hancellor’s statement in 
rd Galway's amendment to omit sub-clause 4 of 
177 of this Bill will, IT am sure, receive the approval of those 

dealing every day with conveyancing, and it Is greatly to 
| be hoped that any attempt to extend the present system of regis 
opposed with a view, at any rate, to post- 
existing svstem has been 


Sil Your 


oOpposit n to Le 





} claus 


| who ar 


tration will be strongly 


pe nement f such extension untal the 


amended and experience of its working gained ‘ 
It may safely be said that those members of the House of Lorés 
who advocated extended compulsion never carried through a con 
transaction in their lives, while the same might 


vevancing 
pl bably with equal com posing the 
| majority who voted against a most desirable amendment It might 
surely be left to the local authority to savy how land in its area 
should be dealt with 

You do not refer to another point, viz., that an extension of the 
creation of a swarm of new 


safetw—be said of thos 


registration system will mean th 
offic ials 

Lord Buckmaster says he dislikes intensely any form of bureau- 
under discussion is passed as it stands, 
present Govern 


cracy, but, if the sub-claus« 
he will soon find his dislike intensified, for the 
ment will not hesitate to hive the swarm 
The Lord Chancellor says that in Middlesex (he no doubt 
means London’) he had found no one occupying an official 
position who would dream of reverting to the old system. Probably 
not: but what an argument! Surely the evidence and wishes of 
landowners, dealers in kand and their advisers, and of local 
authorities, should have more weight than the views of officials 
When will some people understand that the interposition of 
officials between business men engaged in a business transaction 
ind tre uble? 
J. Rowrayxn Hopwoop 


Gravy’s Inn, 2nd August 


almost invariably means delay, expense 


13, South-squars 


Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest 
(Restrictions) Act. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. } 


Sil When dealing with mortgage interest, perhaps you would 
be good enough to consider the effect of the Courts (Emergency 
Powers) Acts in regard to the prov 
of Rent & Act, 1920 
interest on a mortgage ex 

but for this Act the se 
the Emergency Acts would appear to present greater 
» which they 

which Dr 


ision in section 3 of the Increase 
negativing any increase in the rate of 
ept in respect of a peric 1 during which, 
urity could be enforced 

Primd faci 


f ‘ 


| diff ( ulties to mortgagees in th case ot mortwat 
| apply—than the previous Rent Restrictions Acts 
| Watson refers in his letter of 24th July 


tfASON PyKt 





I 
Bankside, Upper Tooting Park, London, 8.W. 17 
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The mg letter was read om the Chief ¢ stable f Easex at 


I am fully aware 
conduct in many instances on the part of pleasure 
county The problem is a difficult 
one, and in many respects bevond the powers of the police adequately 


of Billericay Rural Council on Tuesday 


e disordert 


1 meeting 
of +} 


seekers using char-a-banes in thi 


| to deal with It is, however, a problem which must be dealt with. 4s 
char-a-bancs have probably come to stay, and the nuisance 


will continue 
unless adequate provisions are made to prevent r, at all eventa, ta 


heck it. T am ommunication with the Home Office on the sub 
ject, as the matter would appear to require local or Imperial legislation 
Meanwhile, the police will take such steps as re possible to bring 
ffenaders t stice 
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CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


MEADOWS +. ELLERMAN LINES (LIM.). No.1. 8th and 9th June; 
s0th Jaly 
Workmen's Compensation—Inpvustriat Distase—ANTHRAX—DEATH OF 


Dock Lasovrer—Nature or Employment—Process or Hanpiine 

Hipes anp Skins—Onvs or Proor—Workmen’s Compensation Act, 

1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58 } (2), Scuepute Ill 

1 foreman dock labourer died of anthrax. a diaease epecifed m 
Schedule J/11. of the Workmen's Compensation Act aa liable to be 
ancurred in the process ; handling of hidex and akins.”' 
The deceased workman was in charge of a gang which was frequently 
employed in loading hidea and skins into al ps, and whether ao employed 


or not, had conaantly to pasa through aheda where quantities of hides 
and akina were stored On a claim for com pehsation being made by hia 
de pe ndants, the inty court qudge diamisted the application on the 
ground that the workman waa not proved to have heen physically 
enqgadye din handl ng hides or shina at mime diately before hia dia- 


ablement 

Held, a miadirectio: On the evidence fhie wade part, th vugh not the 
whole, of hia regular duties, and that being #0, he was employe dina 
scheduled proces immediately before his disablement, and therefore 
os was @ preaum which the employe iHered no evidence to 
teplace, that hia death waa due to injury caused hy the nature of hia 
employment 

Appeal by the defendar from a decision of his Honour Judge 
Thomas of the Liverp County Court Che facts of the case are fully 
stated in the judgment of the Court, which was delivered by Atkin, 

df 


L.J. Cur. a 


Arkin, L.J.—In this case the deceased workman was the foreman 
of a gang of dock labourers employed by the respondents in loading 
and unloading their ships in the Liverpool Docks. On the 10th Novem 
ber, 1919, he died of anthrax, which is one of the diseases named in 
Schedule III. to the Workmen's Compensation Act, 1906. The appli- 
cants, his dependants, claim compensation on the ground that his death 
was due to the nature of the employment in which he was employed 


eult 


> 
make a gangway or to extricate a case. 


“ Handling of wool, hair, bristles, hides, and skins.” If, then, the 
employment of the deceased workman, used in the wider sense, was 
the handling of hides and skins, &c., and if the workman was in snch 
employment at or immediately before the disablement, it was unneces- 
sary for him to prove in the first instance that his particalar job at 
or immediately before disablement was handling skins or hides. The 
Act draws the necessary inference for him unless the employer can 
rebut it. On the undisputed facts in this case it appears to me that 
the workman was employed in the process of handling of hides and 
skins. His duties necessarily involved his doing so. We haye the 
evidence of some of his particular jobs for a period of a month before 
his death. From the 9th to the 14th of October he was unloading 
hides from The Como. Gloves were served out to him for his gang 
for the express purpose of. protecting them from infection. On the 
Mth October, 3lst October, and lst November he was loading No. 2 
hold of The Lesseps; there were two bales of black skins. In No. 1 
hold, worked by another gang there were hides. From 3rd November 
he was loading The 7'’rentino with general cargo. But in addition 
to the particular cargo, the sheds of the Ellerman Line were full of 
hides; it was very seldom in the year that there would not be hides in 
the shed; and the dock labourers would have to handle the hides to 
The duties of handling are 
not confined to the labourers in the gang; the foreman would. lend a 
hand. It is, I think, impossible to limit the description of the process 

handling hides ’’ to an employment which consists of handling hides 
and nothing else. On the other hand, it would seem illogical to cast 
the onus upon the employer in cases where the employment is ordinarily 
innocuous, and handling hides is only a casual incident, and not one 
of the regular duties of the employment; or in cases where, though 
handling hides is one of the regular duties of the employment at 
varying times or seasons, yet it was not part of the regular duties at 
or immediately before the disablement. In such cases the workman 
must be left to prove that the disablement was due to the nature of 
his employment. But where handling of hides forms part of the 
regular duties of the employment at or immediately before the disable 
ment, then even thoagh the workman was not engaged on the particular 
job of handling hides at or immediately before the disablement, the 
onus is upon the employer. In the present case it was established 
beyond controversy that the regular duties of the employment at the 
material period included the duty of handling hides. The workman, 
therefore, was employed in the scheduled process, and was in such 
employment at or immediately before the disablement. It appears to 





within the twelve months previous to his death. The question that 
arises upon this appeal is whether the applicants are entitled to the 
benefit of the onus of proof conferred by section 8, sub-section 2, of the 
Act If they are, the learned county court judge has held that the 
employers have not rebutted the presumption that the disease was due 
to the nature of the employment If they are not, he has held that 
the applicants have not discharged the onus which is upon them of 
roving that the disease was due to the nature of the employment. 
‘he learned county court judge came to the conclusion that the appli 
cants were not within sub-section 2, and he therefore made his award 
in favour of the respondents. The question turns upon the construction 
of sub-section 2 If the workman at or immediately before the date 
of the disablement or suspension was employed in any process men- 
tioned in the second column of the Third Schedule to this Act, and the 
disease contracted is the disease in the first column of that schedule 
set opposite the description of the process, the disease, except where 
the certifying surgeon certifies that in his opinion the disease was not 
due to the nature of the employment, shall be deemed to have been 
due to the nature of that employment, unless the employer proves the | 
contrary.” employment "’ are capable of 
two meanings which are apt to cause They may relate to 
the general nature of a servant's employment, they may be confined to 
the particular work or job whic! 


The words employ "’ and 


mfusion 


he is doing under his contract of ser 
vice at any particular moment of time. One must judge their true 
1is sub-section I 


me for the reason I have given, with great respect to the learned and 
very careful county court judge, that he was in error in confining his 
attention to the question whether the actual job of the workman at 
or immediately before disablement was handling hides; and that his 
finding of fact in that respect becomes irrelevant. The applicants were 
entitled under the sub-section to an award unless the employers nega 
tived the presumption, and as the learned judge has found that the 
employers failed in this respect the appeal must be allowed with costs 
here and below, and the award made in favour of the applicants, and 
the case be remitted to the county court judge to give the necessary 
directions. —Counset, Langdon, K.C., and Caradoc Rees ; Greaves-Lord, 
K.C., and Layton. Soricrrors, Tippett & Co., for J. W. Wall, Bootle ; 
Pritchard & Sons, for Blackburn Wright, Liverpool. 
[Reported by H. Laxeronp Lewis, Barrieterat-Law.] 


FISHER, REEVES & CO. v. ARMOUR & CO. No. 2. 15th July. 
‘ex store '’—Goops in LicgHTERS—REPUDIATION 
or CONTRACT. 

By d verbal contract of November, 1919. the plaintiffs bought from 
the defendants certain goods ex store Rotterdam. The plaintiffs, before 
taking actual delivery, become aware that the goods were, and had been 
for some considerable time, in lighters, and they repudiated the contract 
on the ground that the goods, being in lighters, could not be sold “ ex 


SaLe or Goops—SALE 








meaning in any particular case by the context. In t 
am of opinion that they relate to the general nature of the workman's 
service. The acheme of the Act seems to be that, if the workman is 
disabled by one of the mentioned in the schedule, and can | 
show that the disease was due to the nature of his employment, he can | 
recover as for an accident arising out of and in the course of his | 
employment. To discharge that onus, apart from the sub-section, it 
would not be sufficient to prove that the disease is one generally asso 
ciated with the nature of the employment; it would be necessary to 
show the cause or connection, that the disease was due to the employ- 
ment. But in the certain which are more closely 
associated with particular industries the Legislature has thought fit to 
enact that, if a workman who is employed in that industry suffers from 
the particular associated disease, he is relieved in the first instance from 
iving further proof of particular facts tending to show that the 
industry caused the disease in him. The inference is complete unless 
the employer can negative the connection. No doubt he may do this 
by either proving affirmatively the disease was caused by an indicated 
independent cause, or by showing that the actual work or job on which 
the workman was a ed was such that within the period of possible 
infection or origin of the disease the disease could not possibly be due 
to the nature of the employment. The word used in the third column 
is a general word, ‘‘ process.’" In the schedule to the Act and in the 
amending Orders of Sth July, 1913, Ist July, 1914, and 7th July, 
1915, the description of the processes are in many cases wide terms, 
including in relation to several diseases ‘‘ mining."’ In this particular 
case the process with which anthrax is associated is described as 


diseases 


case of diseases 





* 


' and they claimed to recover the amount they had paid. 


store, 


‘ 


Held, that the general meaning of “ex store’’ would not include “ ex 
lighter,’ and that there was nothing in the circumstances of the present 
case to warrant the Court giving any but the ordinary meaning to the 
ex store,”’ which in the case of frozen meat meant “* ex refrige- 
and did not include a marine risk. 


(64 Soxicrrors’ Journat, 478; 1920,2 A. B 


words “* 
ratang store,’ 

Decision of Bailhache, J 
529), reversed, 

Appeal by the piaintifis in an action tried by Bailhache, J., in the 
Commercial Court. By a verbal agreement‘ the plaintiffs bought from 
the defendants 500 cases of South American boiled beef spot Rotter 
dam at 22.25 dollars a cave. The defendants subsequently wrote to the 
plaintifs as follows :—* Referring to... the 500 cases. boiled 
beef which you recently bought from us ez store Rotterdam . . .’ The 
plaintiffs, before taking actual delivery, became aware that the goods 
were, and had been, owing to the warehouse being crowded at the time, 
for a considerable while in lighters, and they repudiated the contract on 
the ground that the goods, being in lighters, could not be sold ez store, 
and they claimed to recover the amount they had paid. Bailhache, J., 
found that large quantities of goods had been sent to Rotterdam in the 
hope thac they could be forwarded to Germany, but owing -to financial 
difficulties, due mainly to the fall of the mark, Germany did not take 
the goods te the extent anticipated, consequently there was a glut of 
goods in Rotterdam, the warehouses were full, and large quantities of 
goods were known to be stored in lighters, which were very large, and 
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1.000 tons. He held that the word 
but was a general term which might 
which were, In 
opinion goods stored in the 
equivaient to warehouse, 
used for 


capable of carrying as much as 
° had no specifi 
appropriately be used to 
fact, for the time being stored Ir 
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but ‘ general term, which vy be 
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(Reported by Ersxive Rerp, Barrister-at- Law] 


NICHOLSON v. JACKSON. 


Emercency LecistaTion—Lanpiorp anp TENANT— INCREASE OF RaTES 
INcREASE OF Rent—CompounpiInc LanpLorp—Ricut To TRANSFER 
Increase OF Rarts To Tenant—Poor Rate AsSseSSMENT AND COLE 
TION Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 41), ss. 3, 4, 5, 8, 11—INereEase oF 
Rent, &. (War Restrictions), Act, 1915 (5 & 6 Geo. 5, c. 97), s. 1 
(iV (vI 
The plaintiff, the landlord 
Of the Poor Rate Asseaament and Collection Act 
overseers to pay the poor rate, whether 
and the re had aqreed toa llaw him 
on the am Betore the wear the 
erme f £1 9a. Bd per had f- yer hut had 
£2 17. 2d., und the intiff, under section 1, sub-section (1 
the Increase of Rent icf, 1915, raised the rent of his 
defendant, so a transfer the whole of the £1 Te. 6a. 


to him 


ntended that, «i 


No. 2. 26th and 27th July 


. under section 3 
1869, agreed with the 
the house was occupned or not 


ot a dwelling-house. had 


OvVersaes ommission of 25 per cent., 
rates paid hy the plaintiff 


increased halt 


mant pond 


ficice heen 


yearly t ’ 
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The detendant 
landlord. 
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the Act 
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Rep. 418) revened 


ittor senting word raotea’”’ an 


Divisional Court (reported 18 L.G 


Appe al bv the tenant, the defendant in the a from a 
of the Divisional Court (Salter and Roche, JJ.), holding that upon the 
true construction of the Increase of Rent, & War Restrictions), Act 
1915, the meant the full amount of the rates assessed, 
and therefore whether the landlord who paid the rates had compounded 
entitled to add the full amount of the increase in 
the rates on the tenant, although the amount of the ultimately 
paid by him were subject to the compounding commission of 25 per 
cent. The facts sufficiently appear from the headnote 


tion, decision 


words rates 
he was, nevertheless 
rates 


in giving judgment, said that in this case the Divisional 
reversed the county court judge of Pontefract 
of the tenant in a claim by the landlord for increased rent 
Victoria-street, Allerton, Bywater, which 
eccupied by the defendant, Mr. Jackson, as a weekly tenant, the land 
rd, Mrs. Nicholson, paying the The question turned on the 
mstruction of section 1, sub-section (1 iN of the Increase of Rent, 
&c., Act, 1915. The Act one of a Acts which 
passed for the benefit of tenants. and, as its title indicated, it 
designed to prevent landlords from increasing the rents of small dwell! 
ings. The sub-section above referred to follows :—‘ (iv 
Where the landlord pays the chargeable on, or which, but 
for the enactments relating to compounding, would be chargeable 
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be deemed t« 


nerease 


entitled 
vith the 
hed the 
section 
vuld be 
notional 

of the 


amount 


nt paid 
used 

‘ used 
ked what 
must be 
ike, and 
the 
the judg 
harge- 


inding 


he ver 


whe, J 
ver fifty 
inder the 
ible to the 
e great ad 
ible for the 
1. and the 
illowed 

t set 
e fall 100 
ted that the 
ti mind 
that the 
and 


vere other 

paid t rendered yht 
“facie il Ta ‘ il arnount of the 
the increase up the tenant 
nives of the Di sional C 
Theyfore, in | opinwer 
d ffi uit how the 


under ! 


j mcrease 
entitled to put the whe of 
aed t 


expre ourt 


Vas tlhe 
vce t 


the present t on 


lordshiy vas 


blime rease 0 


indilord . ‘ ncrease thre re rent 


and therefore the rate deducted for the 


swscertaining the net nt, the ger wo the amount of 
ou d Am" 

J.. and therefore, | 
the appea vas allowed with 1 NSEI for the ippe lant, (om; 
K .( and W. de B. Herbert; for the respondent, /nekip, K.¢ 
hay OO) Hennt'ollina SoLtimmors, 7 D. Jone d: Co for 
Stanl mt, Castleford, Yorkshire; /ierhert W. BP. Denne, for 


astleford, Yorkshire 


Reported by 


purpose 
rent to wh the 


ATKIN LJ 


ent iti reaske 
Bankes 


osts 


1 per 


ivreed witt t majority 


| 
or 
ston 


; ( 


Ensxitne Rerp, Barrister-at-Law 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


RECKITT v. CODY. Eve, J. 
PURCHASER—FREEHOLD ESTATE? 
Dwettinc Hovuse—Conveyvanct 


ro INDEMNIFY 


Land waa ¢ f the pla 


9th July. 


Restrictive COVENANT 
Supssect TO COVENANT 


VENDOR 
PRIVATE 
COVENANT 


AND 


neil aubjyect to ae nt not to erect 
ny building other than ara private dwelling h The plan iw 
conveyed part of the land to the defendant, who covenanted t 
and observe the sad covenant The d@tendant er / 
iron shed on the land ¢ nreyed f him 
Held. the ) svenant hy the defendant 
indemnity, a l az r ginal endor had not 


anreyed 
uriee 
perform 
rruqate ad 


wae a enant af 


taken eedingsa 


there wae ) fa n 
Held 
cnant 


( 


the defendant from erecting or using 


1911 the 


estrain 


This wv [ to 
a building otherwise than as a private dwelling house In 
ylaintif eehold and enanted with 
bis vendor to observe and perform certain covenants included 
one that no house to be the land should be used for 
other purpose than that of a private dwelling house that no hut 
shed r other chattel intended to be used as a dwelling | ise should 
be erected or allowed to remain. In July, 1919, the plaintiff conveyed 
to the defendant part « f the land conveved to him im 1911 subject to the 
restrictive covenants and stipulations contained in the conveyance to 
him of 1911, and the defendant for her heirs and (with 
intent to bind the hereditaments thereby nveved,. but not 


iff became the wner of a fr estate 
These 


erected on any 


1} ] 
herseit issigns 


so as to be 
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personally liable after she had parted with the same), did covenant them upon certain trusts for the spouses during their joint lives and 
th the plaintiff, his heirs and assigns, ‘to perform and observe the the life of the survivor of them. There were the usual trusts in favour 
id restrictive covenants and stipulations so far as regarded thre land f the children of the marriage, and then it wag declared that if there 


thereby conveved l October 1919. the 





nveved t he letached buildir g which was des ribed in the defen e 
s a portable rrugated sectional shed to be used as a lass-room 
tor boys The tiff allewed that it is an unsightly design and 
letrimental to the amenities of an estate of a purely residential chat 
ter Ir} dete ‘ is that the shed is not a building, and that the 
reat tive ena i nO nger subsisting or capable of taking effect 
Eve. J The 3 t is raised by counsel for the defendant that in 
the events wi happened the covenant in the conveyance of July 
1919 VAS t hh othe endor is m position to enforce 
mamuct if enarit f indemrntt only, and as the person 
who under the eyance of 1911 could take pro eedings had taken 
none againat the p i in respect of iat the defendant had done 
the plaintiff had Lust t action In support of that argument the 
sen of He PP ‘ df he C'ontract (1904, 2 Ch. 173) and Harr 
Root'’a« ¢ A the f 1904, 2 C} a7 ¢ vere relied upor In the 
former case the ( irt wnized that here the covenant in an assign 
ment i a lense is the torn iimost ur ersally adopted or where 
vas prece led | the preftator tLatement f its intention, it was and 
st remained merely a enant of indemnity and the other ase cited 
was to the same effect The questior yas whether in a convevance of 
freeholds a enant f this character ought to receive the same con 
struction In the se of an assignment of leaseholds the covenant was 
usually to obser nd perform and then in terms a covenant to indem 
nity In the present case it was only a covenant to observe and per 
form, and in the absence of special circumstances which would Impose 
upon the covengnmt a different meaning’ it isa rding to the authori 
ties a mere covenant f indemnity \ rdingly, upon the true con 
atruction of the enant followed that : ‘ rivinal vendor had 
net taker ! | eedings, there did not exist a Vise f action when 
the writ was issued Che covenant in the present case was in effect to 


perform all the affirmative stipulations and to observe all the negative 
stipulations to which reference was made ind it could be enforced by 
an injunctior With regard to the question of fact, it appeared on the 
evidence that the erection complained of was not a tually affixed to the 
freehold, and in envy case it constituted breach of the covenant which 
prohibited the erection of house for any other purpose than that of a 
private dwelling house But having regard to the decision on the 
first port the actior vould be dismissed with costs COUNSEI (lover, 


K.( and H E iN ght Courthop Wilson K.( and T'rapnell 


Sorirrorns. Wreford Brown, Hewett A ¢ Vicholl« d Co... for Hobbha 
ad: Brutton, Portamouttl 
TRenorted } Ss + Witttams, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Hee KELANTAN COCONUT ESTATES (LIMITED AND REDUCED). 
Astbury, J. 6th July 


Company—QvortM-Conrinmatory Meeting For RepverTion oF 
CAPITAL Person RerReseNTING SHAREHOLDER COMPANY —-COMPANIES 
(ConsoiipatTion) Act, 1908 (8 Ep. 7 69). s. 68 
{ person appointed t epresent a limited oom pany shareholder under 

section 68 i th ‘ j ‘ ( rT) lidat n) ief, 1908, can be taker 

info account ue / whether not there iaa quorum of share 


holders present 


There was only one question on this petition for reduction of capital 
as to whether the special resolution had been duly passed or not The 
articles of 
association it was provided that two members personally present should 
confirmatory meeting one 
member of the company ind one person appointed as representative 
Consolidation) Act 1908. to repre 


above 


facts were as follows ty article 73 of the companies 


be a quorum There were present at the 
under section 68 of the Companies 
certain limited ompany which was a shareholder of the 


and it was contended for the petitioners that there was a 


sent a 
company 
quorum 
Astaury, J., after stating the facts, said In my judgment a repre 
sentative member appointed under section 68 of the Companies (Con 
solidation) Act, 1908, should be taken into account in considering 
whether there is a quorum of members present at a meeting or not 
d that this meeting was duly constituted, and I confirm 
Counser. Alenry Johnston. Soricrror, &. F 


accordingly ho 
the redaction of « ipital 
Hunt 


[Reported by Leonagy Mar Rarrister-at-Law.) 


ite ELLIS’ SETTLEMENT. WASBROUGH BOYCE 
15th and 16th July. 

Cuitp or Previous Mar 

BEEN MARRIED." 


Sargant, J. 


Previous MarRiace or WIFE 
*Wrrnovt Havine 


SETTLEMENT 
RIAGE—MEANING OF WorpDs 
Where there ia no context eurrounding circumatances, pointing to 

the view that the words “* without har 

having entered into the marriage then conte m plated, they will he taken 


ing been married,”’ mean without 


fo mean “ without ever having heen married 


This was a summons which raised the question whether, on the true 
construction of a settlement, the trust funds ought to be held in trust 
for the son of the first marriage or for the persons who, under the 
Statutes of Distribution, would have been entitled thereto if the wife 
had died possessed thereof intestate and without ever having been 
married The facts were as follows :—By a settlement of 26th 
October, 1891, made on the second marriage of Mary Boyce, she 


covenanted to pay the sum of £12,000 to her trustees, to be held by 


defendant erected on the land | 


should be no child of the marriage who should atiain the ave af 
twenty-one years or marry under that age, which event happened, the 
trust premises should be held subject to a power of appointment given 
to the wife which was not exercised in trust if the husband sur ed 
her, which event happened, ‘‘ for such person or persons as under the 


Statutes for the Distribution of the Effects of Intestates would e 


| become entitled thereto on the decease of the said Mary Bovee, had she 





died possessed thereof intestate and without having been married.” 
On 13th March, 1895, the wife died intestate. There were 1 hildren 
of the marriage. On 20th August, 1919. the husband died. The wife 
had had one son by a former husband whom she had divorced. By 
her first marriage settlement she had settled certain funds which that 
son had become entitled to on his coming of age in 1908. On the day 
that she second marriage settlement she also made a 

juntary settlement of a further sum in favour of that son 

SARGANT, J., after stating the facts and referring to many authoritie 


executed het 





Is rid Apart from some very distinct reason for holding the contrary 
the words “‘ without having been married ’’ should be construed here as 
equivalent to “ without ever having’ been married.”’ Primd far he 
words without haying been married ’’ are more flexible than the 
words without ever having been married "*; but in the absence of 


some context or surrounding circumstances pointing to the view that 
the ' words without having been married’’ mean without having 
entered into the marriage then contemplated, I must treat them as 
without ever having been married.’’ I am assisted in 
this view by the fact that the will has made provision for the son of 
the first marriage, and I desire to reserve for decision on some other 
occasion the question of construction of these words in a marriage 
settlement made by a widow having children by her first marriage for 
whom no provision has been made.—CowunseL, Cc: Galbraith, 
K.C.; Dighton Pollock; Harman; G. G. Solomon and B 1 Set Reeve. 
Sonicrtors, Stanley d: Co., for Stanley, Washrough, Doggett & Baker, 
Bristol; Vizard, Oldham, Crowder d Cash; Sharpe, Pritchard & Co 


equivalent to 


Turner; 


for William Walker, Manchester; Murr, Ruaby d& Archer, for Sharpe, 
Darhy a Millichip, West Bromwi h: Field, Roacoe ad ¢ . for Bubb 
& Co., Cheltenham. 


[Reported by Lroxarp Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 





New Orders, &c. 


Remuneration Act General Order, 
1920. 


We Lhe Right Honourable Frederick Lord Birkenhead, Lord High 
{ Great Britain, the Right Honourable the Earl of Reading, 

Lord Chief Justice of England, the Right Honourable William Lord 
Sterndule, Master of the Rolle, William Arthur Sharpe, Esquire, Presi 
dent of the Law Society, and Sir Arthur Norman Hill, President of the 
Incorporated Law Seciety of Liverpool, being the persons authorized 
by section 2 of the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881 (in this Order 

illed ‘the Act "’), do hereby, by virtue of the power vested in us 
vy the said Act and of every other power enabling us in that beball, 
rder and direct as follows 
1. The remuneration of a solicitor in respect of all business regulated 
by clause 2 (¢) of the General Order made under the Act as amended 
by Any subsequent General Order may at the option of the solicitor be 
by @ gross sum in lieu of by detailed charges. 

Provided that within 12 months after delivery of a charge made under 
this Order or within one month after payment (whichever shall be the 
later date) the client may require that a detailed Bil} of 
be delivered, and the solicitor shall thereupon comply with 
vd any Bill so delivered shall be subject to taxation as Mf the 


isions of this Order with respect to the regulation of remuneration 


The Solicitors’ 


Chancellor o 


Charges shall 
tne requ isl- 





by gross sum had not been made 

"2 This Order may be cited as the 
General Order, 1920 

28th June 


Solicitors’ Remuneration Act 


The Rules of the Supreme Court (Trinity Masters’ 
Fees), 1920. 


We, the Rule Committee of the Supreme Court, 
following rules 
The following shall be the scale of fees payable to ea 
Brethren of the Trinity House summoned in Admiralty 
Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division : — 
1. For hearing in any action other than one in which salvage only 
is claimed, £6 6s. per diem. 
2. For hearing in any action in which mye is claimed 
1) where there is one set of pleadings, 3s. per diem 


hereby make tne 





2) where there is more than one set of pleadings, £5 5s. pet 
diem. ae 
3. If the part hearing of an action shall on any day end beiore 


the mid-day edjournment, or shall commence after such enone. 
the Trinity Master having in the latter case been engage 


ment, 
been in attendance before suc” 


m a previous case, or not having 





Au; 
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ny 
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sha 
OU 
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adjournment, half the day fee shall be payable in respect of suc 


part hearing, provided that such half-fee shall not be less than £3 3s. 


For hearing of any appeal, whether there be a cross appeai 

or no, to the Divisional Court, in each case £4 4s 

5. For attending to hear judgment whet reserved, including 
consultation with the Judge, or Judges, on the day on which judg- 
ment is given, £5 3s 

For consultation with the Judge, or Judges, on any day other 
than one on which the action is heard « reserved judgment 
lelivered, £3 3s. 

6. For attendance on any day when not viled upon sit’ in 
ny action half the day fee shall be pavab!e, provided that such 


valf-fee shall not be less than £3 3s 

@ te > 

7. If notice of attendance in any case sha 
shall, less than two da¥s before the day of hearing, have beer 


’ : 
ave been given an 


i 


1 


ountermanded, half the day fee shall be pe le, provided that 


such half-fee shall not be leas than £3 5s 


8. Actions in which there are counterclaims nsolidated actions 


ind all actions tried together shall, for the purpose of these rules 
be considered single actions, the total fees bein mvable in equa 


parts in each action, unless the Judge shall otherwise orde1 


9. In any case not falling withim these rules the fees to be paid 


shall be fixed by a Judge. 
10. The Rules of the Supreme Court, dated 12t/ January 1893 


and the Rules of the Supreme Court, dated Ist July, 1913 [S.R. & 
O., 1915, No. 747/L. 12) ias to fees payable to the Trinity Masters 


sitting as Assessors in Admiralty causes), are hereby rescinded 
11. These Rules may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court 


Trinity Masters’ Fees), 192). and s al ;wme Into »ypena tien on the 


Ist day of August, 1920 
14th July 


Treasury Order. 
COLONIAL STOCK ACT. 1900 (63 & 64 Viet. ©. 62) 
Appition To List or Stocks unpER Sectron 2 


Pursuant to section 2 of the Colonial Stock Act, 1900, the Lords 
Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury hereby give notice that the 


provisions of the Act have been complied with in respect of the under 
mentioned Stock, registered or inscribed in the United Kingdom 
New South Wales Government 65 per cent. Inscribed Stock 


1930-40 


The restrictions mentioned in section 2, sub-section (2), of the Trustees 


Act, 1893, apply to the above Stock (see Colonial Stock Act, 1900 
oo 


Inland Revenue Order. 
STAMP DUTIES 
Whereas section 12 (2) of the Finance Act. 1899, provides, inter alia 


that His Majesty's Commissioners of Inland Revenue may substitute 
as respects any foreign or colonial currency mentioned in the schedul 


to that Act, any rate of exchange for that specified in the schedule, and 


that such Act shall be construed as if any rate of ex: hange for the time 
being substituted were contained in the said schedule, and as if the 


rate of exchange for which the new rate is substituted were omitted 
from that schedule, the said Commissioners do hereby give notice that 


they substitute the following rates of exchange for those specified ir 
the schedule to the Finance Act, 1899 
Gold dollar : Four to one pound 
Yen : Eight to one pound 
Florin, guilder, guilden : Eleven to one pound 
Rupee : Ten to one pound 
Mark : One hundred and fifty to one pound. 
Franc (French) : Fifty to one pound 
Franc (Swiss) : Twenty-two to one pound 
Lira : Sixty-six to one pound 
Dated this 26th day of July, 1920. 
F. A. Barrett, Secretary 
Inland Revenne, Somerset. House. London 


Board of Trade Order. 
PATENTS FOR INVENTIONS 
Tue Parents [Treaty or Peace) Roves, 1920 
Daten 24rn Jury, 1920 


$y virtue of the provisions of the Tradmg with the Enemy Acts, 
1914 to 1918, the Treaty of Peace Act, 1919. the T reaty of Peace Order, 
1919, and the Order of the Board of Trade, dated 19th July, 1920. the 
Board of Trade do hereby maxe the following Rules: 


] Preliminary ? These Rules may be cited as the Patents (Treaty of 
Peace) Rules, 1920, and shall come into operation from and immediately 
after the 19th day of July, 1920 

2. Luterpretation._-In the construction of .these Rules any words 
herein used, the meanings of which ere defined by the Order of the 
Board of Trade, dated the 19th day of July, 1920. shall have the meanings 
thereby aasigned to them respectively. 











APPROVED and COMMENDED by leading EXPERTS 
for the REMEDIAL TREATMENT of aii grades of 
MENTAL DEFECT. 


The ROYAL EARLSWOOD INSTITUTION 


is a REAL HOME for those UNDEVELOPED persons 

of both sexes who need kiad contro/ and expert 

supervision in Good Schools, Farm, Kitchen Gardem 
and Manual training. 


Trust Fuads are available for the Children of Barristers, 
Solicitors, and Clergy of Church of EBugiand. 

Admission on Jaclusive Fees. If whole cost cannot be paid, 
by votes of Subscribers, with part-paymeat. No eompetitien, 
only a small defimite number of vetes required. 


Legacies as Endowments create permanent benefits. 


Fu'l information of Mr. H. HOWARD, ese 14-16, Lucente wu, 
London, E.C. 4. elephone: 6297 Vity 





I The fees to be paid under these Rules shall be those specified 
. st Schie« et ese Rules 
4 For The f ns herein referred t are tie t ved Uh 
@ second Schedule to these Rules. Such forms shall be used im all 
ases LO W they are applicable and may be modified hirected by 
the ¢ er “~ other ise 
, untary Dealings in or under Reat i Pat ( Where amy 
seat surance of a restored patent the henetit of a 
estored applicat - ir ry € e under « restored priate we been 
ygreed between parties, application for the nsert t Board of 
Trade 1 i issicnmentl, assurance T ence @eha t nade on 
Pa I No. 40 before the execution of the docume effecting 
! LSS) Tiber iseurahce a cence yule app t atid accom 
paiied bY @ io i the draft document pr posed t e executed 
D wut f Tithe by Operation f Law W here ‘ person 
na ft e entitled e benefit fo or any iterest restored 
peate p 1 tue of operatior \ rising 
atte ne ii bre ¢ & m «& app at onsent 
he Loard Trade t se title as umed being re gnised ipon 
Patents ] m N 4) Su ipp tion ela be accompamed by opy 
‘ . nent er documen inder which the applicant claims 
! / ford } j yr Peatored Patent oth thea under 
foul \ mplicatte for the grent of a licence under a re ed patent 
w a patent granted upon a restored application shall be ide upon 
Patents Form N 12. Such application shall be a nupanied by an 
instam ped py and @ statement in duphecate setting it fu he reason 
ma g ¢ application the facte upon which the app int bases 
his ise nd the terms ! tne icence wit e is prepare it accept 
\ py ! e apphication ind of the statement will be transmitted by 
the Commptrolier to the patentee at s address for service on the Register 
Pa Sa te 
Lpon su application being made and copy thereof tr ted to 
the pate nites e latter f desirous of contesting the app t shall 
! in ye mont rf e receipt sik copy at fis iddress service, 
r auch further time as tne Comptr lier may allow eave at the Patent 
Office a yunter-statement Tully set ng ut the grounds which 
© apphicatio s contested and, on so leaving, shall dk r to the 
‘pp int ‘ “rp thereo! 
L pon recep f suc counter-statement, and/or an irthe ‘ dence 
e Comptroller may require, tne Comptroller shal) proceed letermine 
the application 
8. Application ff Perri f Licence \n app tior for the 
evision a ence vhether granted by the Board Trade. the 
(Custodian. or under these Rules under a restored patent A w made 
upon Patents Form No. 4 Such appli ation shall be a rr panied by 
an unst amped opy and a statement in durp icate setting ut liv the 
facta upon which the applicant bases his case and the terms of such 
icence as he is prepared to accept or grant A copy of the application 
und of the statement will be transmitted by the Comptr to the 
natentee at his address for service on the Register of Patents on the 
Licensee t erned, as the case mav be 
Upon such application being made and copy therefore nsmitted, 
he patentee or licensee, as the case may be if desirous contestang 
the application sna within one month of the recerm eu copy at 
is address r service vw such further time as the C piroller May 
illow eave the Patent Office a counter-statement fu etting Aut 
the grounds upon w h the application is eontested and ns eaving, 
a ce er to the apphwant a copy thereof 
L pon receipt of su counter-atatement and/o lurtive evidence 
e Comptroller may require, the Comptroller shall proceed letermine 
t application 
} {pplication for the Exrpi ao priatum Taking Over r Selling iny 
Restored Patent An application for the expropri ition, taking over or 
sale of any restored patent or a patent grante d upon a restored applica 
tion shall be made upon Patents Form N 44 Such application shall 
ea mpanied by « instamped copy and a4 statement in duplicate 
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yg the application and the facts 


vy thereof transmitted t« 


address for service, 


be made upon Patents Form 


what parties they 


SECOND SCHEDULI 





Munituons ¢ 'rder. 


unexed are hereby | 


Ministry of Food Orders. 


ATHERTONS 


63 & 64, Chancery I Rens. LONDON, W.C. 


THE ONLY RECOGNISED LAW PARTNERSHIP, 
SUCCESSION, AND AMALGAMATION AGENTS 
WHO HAVE ARRANGED PERSONALLY MOST 
OF THE IMPORTANT CHANGES IN LEGAL 
PRACTICES FOR YEARS PAST. 


Correspondence and nae ee in strict confidence, 
Telephone ; 2482 Holborn. : “Alacrious, London,” 


ATHERTONS 


63 & 64, —— 4 toil LONDON, W.C. 





Commissious and Committees. 
ANCIENT MONUMENTS INQUIRY, 

Sir Alfred Mond, Commissioner of Works, appointed an Advisory 
Committee, consisting of Lord Beauchamp (chairman), Lord Ferrers, 
Sir Marten Conway, M.P., Lieutenant-Colonel the Hon. C. James, M.P., 
Bishop Browne, Sir Hercules Read, Sir Lionel Earle, and Mr. Peers 
the Chief Inspector of Ancient Monuments), with the following terms 


relerence :— 


1. To advise on the question of amending and strengthening the 
existing Ancient Monuments Act 

2. To consider whether the powers conferred by Parliament 
should be widened so as to include advisory powers over eccle- 
siastical and secular buildings which are still in occupatior 






ADOPTION OF CHILDREN, 

The Home Secretary has appointed a Departmental Committee 
consider (1) whether it is desirable to make legal provision for the 
adoption of children in this country, and (2) if so, what form su 
provision should take 

The Committee consists of Sir Alfred Hopkinson, K.C. (chairman 
Mr. Neville Chamberlain, M.P., the Hon. Lady Norman, C.B.E., Mrs 
*. KE. B. Russell, Mr. James Seddon, C-H., M.P.. and Mr. F. W 
Sherwood The secretary is Mr. G. R. Sharpe, of the Home Office 
to whom all communications should be addressed, 


PROTECTION OF WILD BERDS. 

Che Home Secretary has appointed an Advisory Committee to advis¢ 
the Home Office on matters connected with the administration of the 
Wild Birds Protection Acts. The Committee consists of the Duke of 
Rutland (chairman), Mr. E. C. Stuart Baker, F.Z.S., secretary of the 
British Ornithologists’ Union; Dr, Percy R. Lowe, of the Natura 
Histery Museum; Mr. H. G. Maurice, of the Ministry of Agriculture : 
and Mr. Montagu Sharpe, chairman of the Royal Society for the Prote 
on of Birds e 





Societies. 


The National Federation of Law Clerks. 


RECOMMENDATION OF LAW CLERKS JOINT CONCILIATION 
BOARD (LONDON). 

At a meeting of the London Joint Conciliation Board, held or 
| Wednesday, the 28th July, 1920, at the Law Society, it was resolved 
to recommend to the protession that, m view of the present high cost 

living estimated by the Ministry of Labour now 152 per cent., and 
pending the full consideration of the clerks’ claim for increased remu 
neration, an immediate all-round adequate increase on pre-war salaries 
is desirable in cases where such adequate increase of salaries have 1 
ilready been made 

It was further resolved that this recommendation ghould be co 
municated by the Secretary to the London members of the Law Soctet 
and that the Clerks’ Panel be at liberty to communicate it to the 
members and to the legal and general Press 


The Law Society. 
THE REPORT OF THE COUNCIL. 
(Continued from page 690.) 
Tnemployment Insurance Bill.—This Bill will affect solicitors’ clerk 
and the Council were asked by the United Law Clerks’ Society to 
sider the desarability of co-operating in the formation of an Associat 
of Employers and Employed through which clerks should be able * 
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insure themselves. Unemployment amongst clerks being at .a lower 
gate than amongst the community as a whole, it was at first thought 
that .t might be possible by means of a separate association materially 
to reduce the insurance contributions. Careful] consideration, however 
shewed that a saving to employers of a halfpenny a week per insured 
person was the utmost that could be anticipated, and even then grave 
doubt existed as to whether the association could be carried on profit- 
ably. In the circumstances, the consideration of the suggestion was 
adjourned until it becomes possible to ascertain more definitely 
intentions of the Government with regard to the Bill. 

Solicitors Act, 1919.—During the past year one of the most important 
steps in the history of the profession has been taken by the passing of 
the Solicitors Act, 1919, which empowers the Statutory Committee 
under the Solicitors Act, 1888, not merely to hear and report upon cases 
of professional misconduct, but also to make orders striking solicitors 
off the Rolls, or suspending them from practice such as before the com- 
mencement of the Act, the court would have had power to make upon 
a report of the committee 

In future, therefore, cases of professional misconduct will 
and finally disposed of by the committee, whose decision, however 
be sulyect to an appeal to the Divisional Court at the :nstance either 
of the applicant or of the solicitor 

Ihe new Act had been in draft for a number of years, and the Council 
had made many previous efforts to get it passed. They were fortunate 
on this occasion to secure the Lord Chancellor's approval of the Bill, 
and aiso that of the Attorney-General. They take this opportunity 
of expressing their thanks for the assistance so derived, and they 
indekted also to their colleague Sir Donald Maclean, M.P., for his very 
valuable co-operation. 

The Discipline Committee have issued rules for regulating the making, 
hearing and determining of applications under the new Act, and have 
obtained the assent of the Master of the Rolls to them 

The Master of the Rolls also has made rules prescribing the time, 
form and manner within and in which appeals to the court to be 
made and heard, and the Lord Chancellor and Lord Chief Justice have 
concurred in duch rules 

Poor Persons’ Procedure The Departmental 
Chairmanship of Mr. Justice P. O appointed by Lord 
Chancellor to consider and report upon the question of procedure under 
the Poor Rules, their report in January this vear 
Two important recommendations are that should be 
exercised in ascertaining that applicants have understated their 
means, and that there should be an income as well test, and 
(+) that conducting solicitors should not be ailowed “ office expenses 
The committee recommended new rules should be framed 
yand that when such rules have the various law 
should be asked to assist in the preparation of panels of solicitors who 
pre willing to report upon or to act+m poor persons If Su h 
assistance is not forthcoming, the alternative would be the setting up 
of an official department to carry out the rules in divorce cases, and this 
would obviously be a very dangerous precedent and might result in 
the setting up of a similar department in all the High 
Court. Mr. Coley and Mr. Goddard, in a memorandum to the report 
strongly urged the desirability of conferring jurisdiction in divorce and 
matrimonia] cases on the county courts, and expressed the opinion that 
the present congestion in such cases would largely disappear if this sug 
festion were adopted. The report has been referred to a special com 
Mittee of the Council appointed for the purpose, who careful 
“onsideration to recommendations the have 

n issued. In the meantime the Council passed a resolution thanking 
Mr. Coley and Mr. Goddard for their labours on the committee 
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Proceedings under the Solicitors Acta During the vear 
this report six solicitors were convicted of various indictable offences, 
and their names were, on the application of the Society, struck off the 
Roll by the order of the Divisional Court. Convictions under section 12 
of the Solicitors Act, 1874, were obtained against six unqualified persons, 
and other cases have been withdrawn after inquiry and apology being 
given. As regards applications under section 16 of the Solicitors Act, 
1888, the Council refused to renew the certificates of five solicitors on 
the yround of bankruptcy or other circumstances, and in five other cases 
Where applicants admitted having practised, the certificate was issued 
o payment of the arrears of duty and in some cases a fine 





Prize Court Work in the Long 
Vacation 


The President announced in court last Saturday the arrangements for 
dealing with Prize Court cases during the Long Vacation. He said that 
i would be practicable for parties to set down causes for hearing in prize 
for sittings which would begin on 21st September. When that series of 
Sittings was fully supplied, causes could be set down for hearing at 
farther sittings, which would begin on 28th September. After that 
*rrangements would be made as business required. 








Mr. James Robert Harries-Jones, of Clegg-street, Oldham, Lancashire, 
Aormerly of Harrogate, solicitor, left estate of gross value, £18,505. 


The Business of the King’s Bench 
Divisign during the Vacation. 
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W. WHITELEY, LTD. 


AUCTIONEERS, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W. 2. 


VALUATIONS ror PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, ETC. 


AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, 


VIEW ON WEDNESDAY, 
IN 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


Poms No.: PARK ONE (40 Lanes), TeLponams;: “WHITELEY LONDON.” 














704 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. August 7, 1920 








Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 
LECTURES AND, CLASSES 
urticled clerks are entitled to attend the lectures and 
classes on payment of the prescribed fees. Other students may be 


admitted, if space permits, at the discretion of the Council 
By an Order dated 16th June, 1913, mad@ by the Master of the 


Solicitors and 


Rolls (with the concurrence of the Lord Chancellor and the Lord Chief 
Justice), under section 13 of the Solicitors Act, 1877, students who 
have, before entering into articles, attended for one year the curri- 


culum approved by the Council, and have passed an examination therein 
to the satisfa« of the Council, may be admitted as solicitors after 
four years’ service under articles 

The prospectus and time-table of Society's lectures and classes 

ral and correspondence) for the third term, 1920 (commencing 13th 
September and ending 28th October), has been issued. 

All lectures and classes will be held at the Law Society's Hall, Chan 
cery-lane, W.C. 2 

The principal will be im his room at the Society's Hall on Monday 
and Tuesday, 13th and 14th September, from 10.30 a.m. to 1230 p.m., 
2.0 p.m. to 4.50 p.m., for the purpose of seeing students who 
desire to enter for the lectures or classes of the term. It is particu- 
larly requested that al! such students will make a point of calling during 
or sll, will write to the prin- 
giving full particulars of their requirements. 

The principal will also be in his room every Tuesday and Friday 
during term, from 2 p.m. to 4 p.m., for the purpose of being consulted 
by students 


tion 


the 


and from 


the above hours if they are unable to « 


cipa 


TERMS 


Che teaching year consists of four terms of about eight weeks each, 
arranged to fit in with the Society's examinations.* Students can enter 
at the commencement of any term, but must take the subjects in the 
provided 


< rder 


THe Frvat EXAMINATION 


\ complete set of lectures and classes (oral and written) will be pro 
vided every four terms in all the subjects of this examination; but 
students are strongly recommended to spread their attendance over a 
longer period (the fee being the same in each case), by taking only one 
or two subjects a term F 


Students may begin their courses at the commencement of anv term 


[Tue [INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION 


\ complete set of lectures and classes (oral and written) will be pro- 


vided every two terms in all the subjécts of this examination; but 
students are strongly recommended to spread their attendance over a 
longer period (the fee being the same in each case), by taking only one 


or two subjects a term 
Students may begin their courses at the commencement of any term.) 


CLass WORK 


In all the more important subjects, each lecture is supplemented by 
informal discussion and individual tuition. Students are 
encouraged to ask questions on the lecture, and to bring forward any 
difficulties which they may have encountered in their own reading 


REVISION 


These classes are intended 
examination by students who 
courses in the same subjects. Permission to join them must be obtained 
from the principal. Students who have obtained certificates of distinc 
tion (see below) will be excused payment of fees for revision classes in 
the same subjects 


a class for 
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to lx f 


have 


taken shortly be their final 
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STUDENTSHIPs 


Two studentships of the annual value of £40 each were awarded by 
the Council in July last, 


CERTIFICATES Or DISTINCTION, 


Certificates of distinction are awarded on the combined results of 
the term's work (including attendance at lectures and classes) and the 
voluntary test examinations (see below) 


LiprRary FAcitities 


Students attending the lectures and classes of the Society have, by 
special permission of the Council, the privilege of using the Society's 
West Library for reference purposes, without payment, on production 
of their tickets of admission to the students’ rooms (see below). 

Arrangements have been made with Messrs. Butterworth & Co., of 
Bell-yard, W.C., for the maintenance of a lending library for the use 
of the Society's students. Terms on application at the Society's office, 
or to Messrs. Butterworth & Co 2 


TERMINAL EXAMINATIONS. 


A voluntary test examination is held at the end of each course, open 

all students who have attended that course. No results are pub- 
ished; but each candidate’s answers are returned to him, marked and 
ully annotated. Correspondence students can work these papers either 
at home or at the Society's hall 


t 
] 
! 
; 


| The students’ ‘rooms, consisting of luncheon room, common 1 
| smoking room, are open, without subscription, to articled clerks attend. 


| of his estate, as reported from New York, is £945,000 








Stvpeyrts’ Rooms. 


and 


ing the lectures and classes of the Society, and to students qualify 


December, mid-January-March, and mid-Apri)-June, respecti . ia 
each year 








Legal News, 


Appointments. 
Mr. Epwarp St. Joun Jackson, O.B.E, (Attorney-General), has 
appointed to be Judge of His Majesty’s High Court of Nyasalar 


Mr. Joseru ALFRED SHERIDAN (Magistrate) hae been appointed to be 
a Judge of His Majesty's High Court of East Africa. 


cen 


Sir ArncnipaLp Henry Bopkin has been appointed to be Director of 
Public Prosecutions in the place of Sir Charles W. Mathews, Bart., 
K.C.B., deceased. Sir Archibald Bodkin, who was born in 1862, was 
called to the Bar by the Inner Tempe in 1885, and has been Seniot 
Prosecuting Counsel to the Treasury since 1908. 

Mr. Epcar Stanrorp-Lonpon, €.B.E., has been appointed to be Chief 
Inspector of Stamps and Taxes, in succession to Sir Thomes Cvilina, 
who has retired from the publicgervice. Mr. London -has held the post 
of Deputy Chief Inspector. 


General. 
Probate has been granted in London of the will of Mr. Jozeph Hodges 
Choate, of New York, formerly American Ambassador in London, whos 
property in the United Kingdom is valued at £380. The total value 


He left 360.00 


£16,000) to various American charities. 


After a case had been settled at Birmingham County Court last week, 
the parties to it quarrelled in the corridor of the court, anda free 
fight took place, in which men, women and children took part. Some oF 
the women had their hair pulled down and clothing torn. Having Treen 
driven into the street by the combined efforts of counsel, s 


ibout 


Lor, 
clerks and court officials, the disputants attempted to renew the uggle 
in the street, but were separated by the police. 

Mr. Wiiliam Donaldson Rawlins, K.C., of White Waltham (rove, 
White Waltham, Berks, a bencher of Lincoln’s Inn, a writer of a number 
of law books, and co-editor with the late Sir Edward Fry of the recog 


nized text-book on ‘‘ Specific Performance,”’ left estate of gross valu, 
£44,439. 

Occasional prosecutions, says the 7'imes, are a reminder that certaim 
,orders of the Ministry of Food are still operative. A Lincolnshire 


woman was recently fined under the Waste of Foodstuffs Order, for 
permitting a quantity of bread to become mouldy. A Cambridgeshire 
firm of millers was ordered to pay fines and costs amounting to £314 
for a transgression of the Cereals Restriction Order, whieh prohibits the 
use of wheat for other purposes than for seed or for the manufacture 
of flour, except under a certificate from two members of a panel. It 
was stated that a quantity of wheat suitable for the manufacture @ 
flour was milled into food for cattle 











Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
LIiMtrep iN CHANCERY 


London Gazette—Fripar, July 30. 


Oxrorp-st. Laxp Investwtnt Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or bet sept. B, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts \atnad, 
to Thos. F. Hobson, Founjain-ct.. Temple, liquidator. 

Beitisa AMeriaxce Committers, Service De Sante MiILitarre.—Creditors ar juired, 
on or before Sept. 14, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of thel® 
debts or claims, to Francis William Pixley, 58, Coleman-st., liquidator 

Cumpertaxp Eventxe Matt, Pestisnixe Co., Lap.—Creditore are required, 1 @ 
before Sept. 4, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of thet 
debts or claims, to E. J. Williams, Exchange-bldgs., 14, Lowther-st.. ‘ rlislty 
liquidator. 

Pitot Seinnine Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Sept. 16. * vend 
their names and addresses, and particulare of their debts and claims. t Joka 
Lewis Merchant, liquidator, under cover to the Pilot Spinning Co., \.td., SeviMt® 
Bank-bldgs., Bury 

Wittiam Asquits (1919), Lrp. (In Votrntany Liqurpation ror Reconstr rc T1ON)= 
Creditors are required, on or before Sept. 15, to send their names and «ddr 


to Arthur Stocks, Commercis! 


and the particolars of their debts or claims 
Tyrrbet., Bradford, liquidator. 


chmbrs., 





ander the exemption order. Tickets of admission can be obtained ig 
the office, and mémbers can also obtain copies of the rules 
Boviretin or Recent CHANGES IN THE Law 

This is a briet summary of important recent statutes and decisions, 
which is sent quarterly (free of charge) to every student who has beeg 
in attendance during the preceding year. The student is thus kent ig 
touch with recent changes. 

* These terms are, approximately, September-October, No\ ember. 
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Ge Hu xrorb, Lrp 
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Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Cazctte 


Tin Mines, Ltd 
Ltd 
Ltd 


Hydrawix 
Woolston Estates Co 
Button, Sutton & Co 
WL irby, Ltd. 
James Fison & Sons 

arth Brick Works Co., 
tish Dredging Co., Ltd 

» Bell's Asbestos Eastern Agency 
os Advertiser Co., Ltd 

mw. J. Heading & Co., Ltd 
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London Gaze 


14H Ltd. (Lkley 
P Highlands Syndicate, Ltd 
Graham-King Advertising (: 
hua Beaumont & Co., Ltd 
ietor Oilskin Manufacturing 
William Aynsley, Ltd 
Siwyn Agencies, Ltd 
%. T. Underwood, Ltd 
Borth London Engineering Cx 
Dileman & Wricht, Ltd 
¥. P. Griffin, Ltd. 
James Gibbon & Sons 


Cooper 


Ltd. 
Londor 


Gazette 


Eesignan Co., Ltd. 
Spinning Co., Ltd 
M.N. Syndicate, Ltd 
Frank Osbourn, Ltd 
rrick Film Co., Ltd 
South Phenix Tin Mine 
Bancliffe Brothers, Ltd 
€. Heckford, Ltd 
Philharmonic Hall, Ltd 
Rica Coffee Estates, Ltd 
Middleton & Co. (Shanghai) 
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mn Taylor & Sons, Ltd 
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Bampton and District Conservative and 
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London Gazette 
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Co., Ltd 

Vigo Motor Trading Corporation 
Welsh Publishing Co., Ltd 
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Sir Henry Lewis, Ltd 
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Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 
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THE HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, 
GREAT ORMOND STREET, LONDON, W.C. 1. 


Haworrn 


ENCLAND’S GREATEST ASSET IS 
HER CHILDREN. 


HE need for greater efiort to counterbalance 
the drain of War upon the manhood of the 
Nation, by saving infant life for the future welfare of 
the British Empire, compels the Committee of The 
Hospital for Sick Children, Great Ormond Street, 
London, W.C. 1, to sees most earnestly for increased 
support for the National work this Hospital is 
performing in the preservation of child life. 

The children of the Nation can truthfully be said 
to be the greatest asset the Kingdom possesses, yet 
the mortality among babies is still appalling, while 
the birthrate is slowly but surely declining. 
Fok over 60 years this Hospital has been the 

means of saving or restoring the lives and 
health of hundreds of thousands of Children, and 
of instructing Mothers in the knowledge of looking 
after their children. 
£15,000 has to be raised immediately 
to keep the Hospital out of debt. 

Forms of Gift by Will to thie Hospital can be 
obtained on application te— 

JAMES McKAY, Acting Secretary. 


6. 


st., 
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Homnr (Mane I ley, Leeds, Stone Merchant Aug. 24. Lacas, Whitaker & 
( j } 
Hest. Jes } Bb mouth Aug. 3 Preston & Fran Bournemouth. 
jacos, Rt i ' Evesr, St. Cross, Winchester i 2t Day & Son, 35, 
G ¢ s 
OLLiver, > iM o Downes, Sidbur Sidmout} Ang. 27. Gould & Stephens 
' 
ones, Alrne STO Finchan tead. Berk = l \\ Moore, Wigeton & 
Sapte. 21. College 
Kyser, Jame sm Nowtow, North Southsea, Hant Bar ter ‘ Sept 
Arthur 8S. Joseph, 61, Fore-st Moorgate 
LAVEN DES Saman Sorgia. H W t \ Ds) Wrn I ] & Son 
fackpet Harn Ha : \ 2) Le s I. De Hal 
Maetine, James Teomas, | i j Sept. 6 MeKenna & F I r 
icGiLcunis Caries Rowre Bayrves, Wallas Chester Mer At 
Avison, Mortoa, Paxt & Livery l 
Mircnexee, Etiza, Church } Finch \ z Whitelo ~ r, & Bi 
MenpDa ELizapeTe, Devine \ a) Norris & Ha ck, Devis VW 
Pauae ( MARLE SANDBACH St iy ten ! \ l4 WW t ( 10 
! nha 
Pasrient ] Nok surg \ 40] r t M l i 
Water G t I 
ixtos, Thom us, Bourner th, B ] ‘ 31 Preston Fras 
Bournemout 
Perry, Tuomas Roserrs, Liv \ 23. J. F. Read & Bi ' ’ 
Paristoos, Atarrr, Birmingha Au 2. Rowlands & Co., Birmingham 
HILirsos, Frances, Stourbri Aug. 2. Wyndham, Hinds & Son, Stourbrid 
Power, Emma, Ashiey-gdne. Sept. & Baxter & Co.. 12, Victoria-st 
Powern, Many, Gateshead \ il Patrick, Bennett & Madd n, Newcastle 
Py ne 
Ita Harot 8 Au ‘1 H on & MacMall 4, t Streas 
Rirxix, Baener, | Far Draper \ 23. Fredk. Black », Leeds 
“era-Smire, Carmyaine Sanam, Cater Valley, Surre { 4. St ns & 
Urmston, Maidstone 
Saane, James, Maidstone Sept. 10. El & Ellie, Maidston 
Suira, Feasces Anne Perve Hatters, } Cam! ! \ ‘1 C. Urq rt Fist 
{ Hol rn-viaduct 
Srock, Epwa Heneer Bristol. “A Wansbrough Robinson, Taylet 
I Brist 
SreTr eur inw. Hampton \ ~ Barr Morgan «& { Richmond 
“urr 
ravton, Howanp Rotts, Walsall, t G Manufacturer \ 23. James 
t A Com r Walsall 
womPson, Satan Lippen.. Sunderlan \ John G. Mareh Sunderlar 
Vowm Epw Hunt Somerset ». F. W. Bis & Tyrrel Brid 
ater 
Va MAN, FReDED Epwarp Hepworra, Kir Thames \ %. God 
Godfrey, 4 West Smithfield 
Lao Harrier, Enfield Au 3 y ! B Enfield 
WILso Lovts H iry Aug. 3. W 1 la rt & Midgley, 30, Bedford-row 
\V INBS t ALICE rredegar Sept. 1 Vick na & Fishwick, Liverpool 
\V OMERS! On I Nor " 21, Stevens. Miller & Jones. Norwich 
Lov Gazette ‘ 27 
\isvonre, Ma Fits West Kensis \ #4. Hannay Hanna 
Sou e 
Bantow, Anne Cooke, Le ter 4 ! Ha Watts & Bouskell, Leicester 
Biackercen, Haroin, Br Yor Ot. 1 B & Jessop, Brigho 
eves, Stantey Matcoum, f estone ‘ur. 2%. D & Sankey, 18, Adan 
Acle pr 
Besn, Samuel, Arnold, Nott i ry M r Sept. 1. Clifton, Woodward & 
Smith Nottinghar 
Byrwaren, Chantr Huntir Ant D t Aug. 2 Hunnvbun & &§ 
Huntinedor 
CLEAN Lovrsa Mant, } sston, B ngham. Sept. 1. Saunders, Bradbury & 
Breakw tirming) 
Dewnernret, Wittman, Ru Manchester, Superintendent f Sole Att an 
Officers Au ] I’ n& B Manchester 
Doussox, Tomas, Olton, War Aug. 2. 8S. J. Grey & Willcox, Birmingham 
Dvc.os Lovis Frawcts Conduit-st Regent-st Hosier Lu 27 S. Gissine 
Skelton, 1, Lineols Inn-fields 
Drenamw, Henry, Preset Coal Dealer Aug. 31 Forshaw. Parker & ¢ Preston 
EDMONDSON ruoms Wittiam Leeds Mer nt Sept 10 Herbert Denison 
eds 
F osTr Jous Por Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law Sept. 1 Hatchett, Jones 
B . s) & Thomas, 48. Mar ‘ 
Fowl Many Aww, Priory-rd., Hampstead Sept. 1 Speechliy, Mumford & Craig 
10. New ' Lineols Inn 
Groner, Ruaona, Barnestapl 31 I wer & Son, Barnstap! 
Goopien, Anrnt Smarden S 1. st 8. Morris & Stone, 41, Moor 
rate-at 
Hamwonps, Penrortxe, Redland. Bristol. Sent. 10. Benson. Carpenter. Cross & 
Willian Brist 
Hariss, Groner Epwarp, Northampton-park, Uanonbury. Aug. 7. Attree Johnson 


& Ward, Gray's Inn 


Harmawx, Max, Pembridge-gardens, Bayewater. Aug. 31. Hyman Isaacs, Lewis & 
] 7/8, Thay Inn, Holborn 

Heatox, Rose Lady Hexnxrxer, Bath Aug. 22. Bircham & Co., 4, Parliament-st 

Hotpes, Marr Aww. 1) n, Lanes. Ang. 2 Halliwell & Halliwell, Darwen. 

Horwxen, Cuartes, Bramls Leeds, Stone Merchant. Aug. 24. Lucas Whitaker & 
‘ Leeds 

Hewr, James, Aston H Oxford. Sept. 2. J. Boschetti Birch, Thame 

[netanp, Sir Roserr Meoiw, C.B.. C.M.G.. Southsea Aug. 30. E. J. Bechervaise 
Portsmonth 

KNOwtes, Stvarr, St. Ann n-Sen, Manufacturing Stationer. Sept. 2. Diggles 
& Ogden, Manchest« 

LAN om Henry, Goodmayes, Essex. Sept. 1. Edgar F, Jarvis, 2, Billiter Square- 
bh 

Marsrox, George Eoartr, Bowral. N.S.W Australia Sept. 1 Fillmer & Port 
Brighton 

Morenovse, Cirrron Jar, Southend-on-Sea, Estate Agent Aug. 30. F. T. Fisher 
Southend-on-Sea . 

Morris, Mies Cuantofre, Southwark Bridge-rd Aug. 24. Richardson, Sadlers & 
Callard, 3, 8t. James’s-t 

Meurer, The Honble. Constance Etrzasera, Cadogan-pl., Chelsea. Aug. 15. Lee & 
Pembertons, 44, Lincoln's Inn-fields 

Nevis, Atics Brancue, Egerton-ter. Sept.7. Elvy, Robb & Welch. 19 Bedford-row 

New, Caanies Witt, Richmond-rd., Bayswater. Aug. 30. Beckingsale & Co.. 34 
Capthell-av ar 

Owtox, Emrtr, Southampton. Aug. 30. Hallett & Martin Southampton. 

Pickertxe, Samven, Great Gr msby Ang. 10. H. A. Bell, Gainsborough 

Preston, Ben Fisnen, Northorpe, Yorks. Aug. &%. J. A. Stapleton & Son, Dews- 
ury ; 

Ramsay, Louisa Frances, Bexhill-on-Sea. -Sept. 1. Hatehett, Jones, Bisgood, Mar- 


ehall & Thomas, 48, Mark-la 
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LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
LIMITED. 
No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 18653. 

Capital Stock ... oes ee on _ £400,000 
Debenture Stock i oa ai we £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON, 
Forms of Proposal and full information can be obtained at the Society's Office, 

G. H, MAYNE, Secretary, 





Rcpe Sameee HaRRison Handsworth, Birminghem, Harn Manu tarer, 
tug. 31. Bagott & Co., Dudley 

Sreei, Major Epwarp AnTHonr, D.8.0., R.F.A., Siberia. Aug nliffe, Blake & 
Mossman, 48, Chancery-la 

Seurre, Wittiam Henry, Kingscott St. Giles, Devon A s Drew Battea, 
Great Torrington, Devon. 

faomersox, THOmas, Bournemouth, Aug. 30. J. & W. H. Druitt, B ner tl 

lopp, James, Skeldergate, York Sept. 4 Fred. A. Camidge, 3, Stonegat Y ork. 

Watrorp, Witmor Poote, Over Norton, Oxtord Sept. 10. Wilkins & 7 & ping 
Norton 

WESTLAKE Samag Awy, Ladywood Birmingham. Sept. 30 Taunton & V tfield, 
Birmingham 

Woop, Magis, St. Leonards-on-Sea Aug. 18. 8. C. Menneer, St nards-on-Sea, 

London Gazette.—Frivay, July 

\onew, Anwe Isapetta, Folkestone, Kent Sept. 1. Stones, Morr & St 4, 
Moorgate-st 

Bears, Jane, Brailes, Warwick Aug. 2. F. B. Hancock, Shipt n-St 

Beiepen, Frank, Norwich, Licensed Victualler. Aug. 23. Hill & Perks, N ch. 

CapoRn, Aticn Mavp Mary, Nottingham Aug. 30. Walter & Hanson, Nottingham, 

Carter, Carotise, L ster. Aug. 3). Harris, Watts & Bousk eicest 

CHESwRickr, FLopence Ametia, Eastbourne. Sept. 1. Collyer-Bristow & Co. @ 
Bedford-r 

Caeswricour; Caartes Epwarp Henry, Eastbourne. Sept. 11. Collyer-Brist & G@, 
4, Bedford-row 

CiLvLow, Jomy Watrer, Brierley Hill, Staffs., Solicitor. Aug. 25. Rudge, 
Brierley Hill 

piirr, AMetia Janet, Church-st., Edgware-rd Sept. 1 G. E. M. Skucs, & 

Vesex-at 

Davey, Puitie Jous Dawsox, Birkenhead Aug jl has R brows, 
iver pool 

Doouan, James, Abertillery, Mon. Aug. 21. W. J. Everett, Pont ‘ 

Dyson, Hasrtzy, Halifax Aug. 28. Lewis I. Dey, Halifax 

Etson, James, Retcliff. Sept. 13. W. Archer & Son, 114, Fen t 

Evans, E.iex, Essington, Staffs. Aug. 36. Geo. F. Baker, Willentall, Staff 

Fiorp, Asruvre Brancuarp, Eglantine-rd., Traveller. Sept. | Vilson, Lambert @ 
Midgley, 30, Bedford-row. 

Gast, Joun Rees, Mecklenburgh-sq., Physician Aug. 27 Je J. Melntyre, 
Holborn 

GaY, Groner, Bristol Aug. 14. Atchleys, Bristol 

Girsox, Fraxcis WILLIAM, Streatham. Sept. 30 Aldhelm Parfitt, 567 Fulham 

Garant, Peren, Eastcheap, Wine Shipper. Sept. 4 Crosley « Bu 2 Moorgate 
Street-bidgs 

HaMILTon, Atice Mary, Quebec, Canada. Sept. 1. Lawrence, Jones &  & 
Mary Ax 

Hanrrson, Hoeo, Crewe Aug. 31 Robt. Bygot & Sons, Crewe 

HAWKINS, Walter, Odiham, Hants Sept. ll. J. Brandsbury, 3, Pancras-la 

Hewpersox, Tuomas Bonnore, East Harnham, Salisbury Aug. 31. R hnsom 
& Hicks, 9, Suffolk-~-st 

Herman, Samvugn. Wrttram, Tilehurst, Reading. Aug. 31. G. E. B. Rogers, Reeding. 

Herwoop, Jomy, Hyde, Chester. Aug. 31. F. Knowles & Son, Hyde 

Horxrxsox, Wittiam, Hyde, Chester. Aug. 31. F. Knowles & Son, Hyd 

Humier, Saran Canottne, Coram-st. Aug. 29. Joseph Ginson, 61, Moorg st. 

Jere, Joux Watter, Fulham-rd. Sept. 3. Gery & Brooks, 10, Old Oavendishst, 
Cavendish-sq 

‘wpoLrae, Frances Exist, Brighton. Aug. 31. Edwin Boxall & Kempe, Brightom 

Lipstove, Fayxy, Bournemouth. Sept. 1. J. L. Dickinson & Sons, West super- 

re 

Lomax, Passe Any, Stalybridge, Chester Aug. 31. Jas Crowt Asht indar- 
iL.¥ me 

“oper, Wiuttam Davis, Porthcawl, Glam. Aug. 31. Walter P. David, Bridgenly 
Glam. 

Vettixe, Writrm Jomsx,. Choriton-on-Medlock, Manchester Aug. 24 Brooks, 
Marshall & Moon, Manchester. 

Marsa. Tuomas, St. John’s, Deptford. Sept. 3. Marchant, Newington & Tippey 


Broadway, Deptford. 

Jousx, Hart-st., Bloomsbury Aug. 31. 
Mariborough-st 
Nortrucorr, Joux, Plymouth. 

Plymouth. 


Percy Robinson & Co., 15 Great 


Aug. 31. R. Robinson, Rodd & Son, East Stonehousm, 


Pressyett, Wrtttam Hewny, Windsor-rd., Holloway-rd. Aug. 28. F. 8. Collingty 
Colehester 

Pym, Reverend Wittiam Frepertcx, Great Barford Vicarage, Beds det Carter, 
Mitebell & Ce Bedford 

Pim, James, Buckland Saint Mary, Somerset Sept. 1. G. H. Kite & Som, 
Taunton 

Qvetcn, Rosext James, Billiter-bkigs. Sept. 1. Devonshire, Monkland & Ca, 


Frederick's-pl., Old Jewry 


Qvercm, Anniv, Parliament-hill, Hampstead. Sept. 1. Devonshire, Monkland & Ce, 
1, Frederick’s-pl., Old Jewry 

Rervoips, Joux, Radcliffe-on-Trent, Notts. Aug. 30. Walker & Hanson, Notting- 
ham 

Saxerr, George Cmantirz, Queen's-rd.. Bayswater, Licensed Victualler. Aug a 


Routh, Stacey & Castle, 14, Southampton-st., Bloomsbury 


Suirn, Bexzamin Davipson, Liverpool. Aug. 31. J. F. Read & Brown, Liverpool. 
Stevenson, Georot, Doncaster, Builder. Sept. 1. Frank Allen, Doncaster 

Tuatne, Puttar, Eastbourne. Aug. 31. Fowler & OCo., 3, Victoria-st 

War, Davrp, Pinewood Bassett, Southampton. Sept. 1. Bailey, Whit Nash, 


Winchester. 
Wavcre, Rosert, Stevenage, Herts 
Wootrtcn, James, Greenheys, 
Manchester. 


Sept. 1. 
Manchester. 


t-sq- 


C. A. Piper & Smith, 13, Vin« 
< Hart, 


Sept. 11. Lawson, Cop; 


London Gazette.—Tvrspar, Aug. 3. 


Anmovr, Jeaw Brasn, Liverpool. Aug. 31. Alfred Withers, 51 & 52, Chancery-lam® 

Berson, Witttam Davip, Carlisle. Aug. 14. Bendle, Gibson & Davidson, Carlisle. 

Bopineton, Many Repwer, Paris. Sept. 1. R. H. Behrend & Co., 17, Surrey-st 

BRowntwe, Samust THOmss Borp, Crescentwood-rd., Sydenham. Aug. 21. Capron® 
Co., 7, Savile-pl 

Buppen, ALFXaNDeER, Bournemouth. Aug. 14. Rawlins, Rawlins & Davy, Bourne 


mouth. 
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sy, The Right Honourable Hewry Arrace Morxixerox, Earl, Chippenham 
Sept. M. Collyer, Bristow & Co.. 4, Bedford-row 


Repo, Eanes? Harot Q ra \Teddingtor Sept. 3 White & Leonard 
a + : 
wen, Fiorexce, Blackpool. Aug. 3. Harold Worden, Blackpox Rer, Errenne. Vienne Ise Fra s ‘ Wordeworth. Russell & Shaw 
r 
} 


eemy, Levitss. Lastingham, Yorks. Sept. 3. Branson & Son, Sheffield 


sos, ARmasrita Georgina, Parkstone, Dorset. Sept. 11. Marsden, Burnett 
Faithfoll & Davy, 1, Henriefta-st. 








PRaxkretp — is, Bu Kingham Palace-mansions. Sept. 6. Wor rth, Russell & lepor, Epwa ( H ( t Sept. 11. Skelton & ¢ Mas ter 
“haw i 1r rd-s 
INGO , HY t ‘ “ee thing 

@eives, Wiitiam, South Collingliam, Notts. Aug. 24. Colton & F Newar Visecs, Jane Casmenix , , vr 

ent Wars, Davin, Norw bh, 8 t¢ \ Re al Norv 
Rest: Racurt s. Sept. 1. Harrison & Sons, Leeds | Warn, Marr As N 5 WwW. i N 
daw, Mary, Boltor Aug, 26. Haughton & Haughton, Boltor | 
Ggrasnrper, Writiam Berwarp, Musbury, Devon. Aug. 31. Coode, K n, Cott | 


Ward, 34. Bedford-row 
Muss, Evwiy, Ferring, Sussex. Sept. 4. Verrall & Sons, Wort VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all 
Boxets, CHantorre SistHorre, Jutta Manta Morais, Resecca Mornis, and Axxr | Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro- 
Morris, Shenley sucks Aug. 28. Fred. Tanqueray, W urn . . : , 
Secs, FRawx, Mullion, Cornwall, Aug. 23. A. Randle Thomas, Helston, Cornwall perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 


Sever, Wittram, Princes-gdns., Kensington, Merchant. Sept. 14. Duffield Bruty & | suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR, & SONS (LIMITED), 

















( Broad Street-av % K . rf 9 1b oat 
. 26, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C.2, the well-known valuers and 
Srwtox, Dame Etizapetu, Newcastle-upon-Tyn Aug 1 Ox tr. Chariton 4 = : 6 I aiue . 
Newcastle-upon-Tyn chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
_ a . ; - | , . 
Pumce, Grorker Owen, Cambridge. Sept. 1. A. E. King, Camb Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for an 
Pres Sir Rowert, Richmond. Aug. 21. Jeffrey C. St. Q 8, Pris ry 
is, Si ERT tichmond. g.¢ detTirey ntit st ~wal 5] . ; » ork ac 
Bomunts, Joux Varurr, Oxford, Doctor of Music. Aug. 28. Linnell & M purpose Jewe ls, plate, furs, furniture, works of art, bric-d-brac, a 
Oxford speciality.—{ADvrT. ] 
© Au «lex N . stituted f t ¢ . ' Fish . ) iM ( I ] tw 
ankruptcy otices ndon Gasette of July 9 Ohemist. Pet. Juily M4 Ord. July 14 
3 STEWART CHARLES JARLING Wy I Gitkes, Erxest Brove HTON, Ryder > ly 
{ vwentr ! | 4 , Ord Jily Hi { : Pet May 1s 'f | , 
Lond Gaszette.—Fripar, July 16 Amended Not detituted for that t Gratnat ‘ re. 4 est Ha 
EIVING ORDERS London Gazette of Jame 1 Brighton. Pet. July 13. Ord. July 13 
Bivtxy, Harow & King MHenry'e-rd Hampstead LITHGO! G Cowley-nl., Br Out JOHNSTON, FREDERIK = M< w xen h . 
High Court. Pet. Mey 4 Ord. July ‘13 fitter. Croydon. Pet. April 24. Ore : Pailor. High Court. 1 J 12. Ori. Ju 
Bemeicomns, Wittiam Hexrr, Exeter, Florist Exeter Mancos, Haray, and Jacon Ginasyerne, Ma t He 
Pet. July 12. Ord. July 12 FIRST MEETINGS ney, Boot Manufecturere. High Oou Pet. J 
> rd. July 1 
— Joux Richarp W :— E re nont, Chester SALNTON ra Epwarp, Cro loot Dealer { iy - " : yt Mere , I 
rkenhea« Pet. June 2 Or P 12 | % at } OF R Ge Mar . . 
e ; ‘ ily 2 I en a ‘ dilly, Motor Agent. High Court. Pet. A 
swage - Water ts Lane Liverpoo Great Grime Ord 3 i4 
* Jun ‘er Jt - 7* 
= . . SAVIN Harotp S&S ng Her H psteuc . . 3 ¥ none 
Geriey. ARTH THOMAS Lioyd-sq., Clerkenwell Bav a4 ~ —y .. =. v. rs hs nN n] “ - Leoro » en N mA 1 
Builder ' irt Pet. June 24 Ord. July 13 = 4 S W on : : aad . . : oe. ; gh « rt Pet iv 6 Ord 
hm Lrysie, Jonx, |} ers-st., Oxford-st Director of —— oa a on ~m -—* - ~ ew Ae r hon ¥ *” | Oaxtey, Samern Wester, Graceo 
mes H ; .t ~ pu erat . xe High Court. Pet. Maroh 8. Or ‘ 
: ~~ § j Court Pet Ma meal Ord Brown, ERNES? Harrine< rd., lornse ' % at a ome Seapomael Mat 2 P 
Draw, Jaurs |} South Shielde. Woodcutting , e — re seed P eae : Clu Proprietor H Court pet ans is 
Machinist Neweast pon- Tyne Pet Juls 12 ao . : - =, Bank: Pabays + Ord Ju 13 
Ord. July 1 be ane . vu =" i , >a Ropps. Honack Wrxpniw, P ‘ “1 H 
ae \ . . ‘ + " Arey -s ‘ rt ‘ot, June 29. Ord. Ju 2 
Exu.™ Mave K 4, Old Gloucester-st., Queen's DcRIs lauss Epwarp.. South Shiek odouttis ; ; . : ~ 
sq High ‘ t Pet. May 31 Ord. July 9 Ma 1, . 1 nt VI Of. R 4 Nort : SANDERS W iLeRep Blavd Dur ah re 
Piemwicx, Wrists, Chorley, 1 Printworks Sib, Gonen ‘ Newoastle-upen-T} Pet. July 14. Ord. July M 
Chemiet. Prest Pet. July 14. Ord. Ju 4 oo ie : = ‘ ; VERRINOES Pact, Sheffield I M Sheffield 
Graytr. Harry Coox. Beaufor Mor Stone Masor > ’ “4 On J 14 
Geixcrr, W ! hester Haulage Contractor July 36 at 10.1 ( ty ( + Om Town Hall a> . 
Brighton ‘ 13. Ord. July 13 July 36 at | , ounty . » 4 1 Ha WALLA VERNON Samvurt Paig nto: Devon Ba 
. : : . rt evar , " 
; , t et. Jaly Ord. July 13 
Garces, -Wiittss Lowton St. Mary's, Lanes. | Jouysron, Freperick, Mottinghan Kent, Ladi« <=. sal nme Vir 
Boltor Pet ll. Ord. Ji i4 . - : : : V EINSTFIN ApRAnAM Margaret p \ im re 
~~ 9 cng lowe” , Pailor 2 at #12 =©6Bankruptey-bid Cabinet Maker. High Court. Pet. May 26. Ord 
Jouvston, Freprrick Mottingham, Kent, Ladic« Carey-st 
® Tailor. High Court. Pet. July 12. Ord. July 12 Lave, Perer Anrace Wea aton-ter Faton< Tu 
AY. ETER RTEUR EBB, Eaton-ter:’ maton-sq ul mm at LT ; ¢ ( ¢ N tituted for thet t 
ix, P A W Eat Eat i July 28 a Ba ge . A l 
High .Court Pet. May 19. Ord. July ig MacAttas, James B., Old Broad-st Mer ' luly 29 mion Gazette of June 
@icAtian, James B.. Old Broad-st., Merchant. High at 18. Beskrupt ne. Mement ad H laure. Greenwell. Castle Carr ‘ and 
Court. Pet. Jane 14. Ord. July 14 Mittrr, F. M Bayswater j 3% at Ran) ‘ y Pet. May 17. Or Jus ry 
Mure, F. M Sutherland-pl., Bayswater Hig! rapt ! Oar st Lone Cazette urspar, Jaly 20 
Court. Pet. Jan. 5. Ord. July 10 Nickouts, Cuarirs Joas ( tor Kent H , . . 7 
Morrow, James Witttam, Newton Heath, Manchester Contractor July 23 at 11.30 Off. Ree G&A RECEIVING ORDERS 
Greengrocer Mar ester. Pet Ju l4 Ord Castie-st., ¢ terbury (nu a0. Chester-s«t Ken ton-r Rn ' 
July 14 SHiacey, WILLIAM, Stockport, ¢ woot Fact Ml ‘ H Co Pet ‘ 0 
- | } at - Rp r + 
Bicxouts, Cuanies Jonx, Cheriton, Kent, Haulage July Bo Off. Re B 5 . est f 
Contractor Canterbury Pet J 12 Ord tieresrers. Parr. Souther | ts j 
July 12 ADJUDICATIONS 4 Or YT; 
; Rossixs, Epw Evesham, Fruit Merchant. Worces Barter. Jows, T.ive ( Pot ) ] ( Ateenr He rT, Swim = & ; 
ter. Pet. July 12. Ord. July 12 pool. Pet. June 1. Ord. June 2 Swindon. Pet. July 15. Ord. Ju 
" t ‘ Wir ' ter. I 7% Hork1Ns Preance ( nt \ 
Sixpers, Wiires Blaydon, Durham, La rer Sew- | Baim MBE, W Liam Henry, |} 4 . lo - “ be Pot a m Ord. July 15 
castle-upon-T y n< Pet. July 14. Ord. July M4 | Pe July 12. Ord. J - v . 5 rs R tp 
. DE Moryrant Rear Hent Ss NGRACHT Al ber i u Ww Northum rland« ba ent ’ 
Toutixsoxn, Joux R tochdale, Lancs Bleacher a . > . : , Manan Hich ¢ ‘ Pet 
' Tul st High ¢ irt Pe \ s Ore 4 rte ler t : r i 
Rochdal Pet. July 2. Ord. July 13 7 > ' , 4 
- Drrir James EDwarp Sout Ss < y Or J } 
Vexnrvorr, Pat Sheffield, Toy Maker. Sheffield Machinist. Newcastle-uwpon-1 Pet » | Poo Rosert Gonm lerby, ( Dy I 
Pet. July 14 rd. July 14 Ord. Jul ) Pet. J ; Ord. July 14 
I ily 12 
Watuace, Verxox Samvet, Paignton, Devon, Baker Ercues, Artacer Oswatp, Scarbor s typMa Vhiteobapel rd H ‘ I 
Plymout Pe taly 13. Ord. July 13 Pet. May 19. Ord. July 12 I 6. O } 
_ieeen —— 








THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURAN 
CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY. GLASS, 
MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 


Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever ofleréd to householders 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS' POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premiun 
. LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 


Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mbortgages of 


INSURANCE. Licensed Property settled by Counsel, will be sent on application. 
or Further Information write: VICTORIA EMBANKM ENT (next Temple Station), W.C.2. 
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